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IN  TOE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dkcember  18,  1862.— Ordered  to  be  piinted. 


Mr.  Lane,  of  Indiana,  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  427] 

The  Commitlee  on  Military  Affairs  and  the  MiUtia,  to  tvJiom  was  referred 
the  memorml  of  Charles  Anderson,  having  had  the  same  under  consid- 
eration,  report: 

That  John  Jaraes,  of  Texas,  had  a  claim  against  the  United  States 
for  the  rent  of  Camp  Hudson,  in  Texas,  prior  to  the  1st  of  July, 
1859,  which  was  tfllowed  by  the  quartermaster  general,  who  asked 
for  its  payment  in  a  special  estimate  made  to  the  Secretary  of  War 
on  March  9,  1860.  The  item  was  also  inserted  in  the  army  appro- 
priation bill  in  the  House  of  Representatives  in  18G2,  but  it  w^as 
struck  out  in  the  Senate  because  of  the  action  of  the  State  of  Texas 
towards  disunion.  It  was  also  embraced  in  the  estimate  of  appro- 
priations for  the  year  ending  June  30,  18G2. 

Charles  Anderson,  in  September,  18G0,  was  a  loyal  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  residing  in  Texas,  which  State  he  was  compelled  to 
leave  by  the  **  alien  enemy  act"  of  the  Confederate  States;  and  in 
doing  so  he  exchanged  his  property,  which  he  could  not  take  away 
with  him,  with  John  James  for  the  bitterns  claim  alluded  to  above, 
which  is  regularly  assigned  to  the  said  Anderson. 

The  committee,  satisfied  of  the  justice  of  the  claim  and  of  the 
regularity  of  its  transfer,  report  a  bill  for  Ihe  relief  of  the  memori- 
alist, and  recommend  that  it  do  pass. 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eep.  Com. 

3d  Session.       \  1     No.  71. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbcimbie  23,  1862.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Wade  submitted  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  joint  committee  on  the  conduct  of  the  war  beg  leave  respedfvUy  to 
report y  in  party  as  follows : 

On  the  18th  of  December,  1862,  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
adopted  the  following  resolution,  which  was  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee on  the  conduct  of  the  war  : 

"  Besdved,  That  the  committee  on  the  conduct  of  the  war  be,  and 
they  are  hereby,  directed  to  inquire  into  the  facts  relating  to  the 
recent  battle  at  Fredericksburg,  Virginia,^  and  particularly  as  to  what 
officer  or  officers  are  responsible  for  the  assault  which  was  made  upon 
the  enemy's  works;  and  also  the  delay  which  occurred  in  preparing 
to  meet  the  enemy,  and  to  report  the  facts  to  the  Senate.'' 

In  pursuance  of  the  instructions  contained  in  this  resolution,  your 
committee  have  the  honor  to  report  that  they  proceeded  immediately 
to  the  headquarters  of  the  army  of  the  Potomac,  and  took  the  depo- 
sitions of  Major  Generals  Bumside,  Sumner,  Franklin,  and  Hooker, 
and  Brigadier  Generals  Woodbury  and  Haupt. 

On  their  return  to  Washington  they  took  the  depositions  of  Major 
€reneral  Halleck  and  Brigadier  General  Meigs. 

All  the  facts  relating  to  the  movements  of  the  army  under  General 
Bumside,  the  forwarding  of  pontoons  and  supplies,  and  the  recent 
battle  at  Fredericksburg,  are  so  fully  and  clearly  stated  in  the  depo- 
sitions herewith  submitted,  that  the  committee  report  the  testimony 
without  comment. 

Degembeb  19,  18G2. 

Major  General  Ambrose  E.  Bumside  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chaibman. 

Question.  You  have  seen  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  under  which 
this  committee  is  now  acting.  Will  you  now  go  on  and  in  your  own 
way,  without  questioning,  give  such  an  account  of  the  matters  em- 
braced in  that  resolution  as  you  may  consider  necessary  and  proper? 
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We  do  not  want  to  go  back  to  the  time  when  you  came  into  com- 
mand. 

Answer.  In  order  that  the  whole  matter  may  be  entirely  under- 
stood, it  may  be  well  to  go  back  a  little. 

Question.  Very  well.     Make  your  statement  in  your  own  way. 

Answer.  When,  after  the  battle  of  Antietam.  General  McClellan 
decided  to  cross  the  Potomac,  I  said  to  him  that,  in  my  opinion,  he 
would  never  be  able  to  take  this  army  on  that  route  beyond  the  Rap- 
pahannock, unless  he  succeeded  in  fighting  the  enemy  at  some  place 
on  this  side;  that  if  he  proposed  to  go  to  Richmond  by  land,  he 
would  have  to  go  by  way  of  Fredericksburg;  and  in  that  he  partially 
agreed  with  me.  After  we  had  started  we  had  another  conversation 
on  that  subject,  and  several  other  officers  were  present.  On  the  6th 
of  November,  after  this  conversation,  General  McClellan  gave  an 
order  to  Captain  Duane,  his  chief  engineer,  to  have  all  the  pontoon 
bridges  at  Berlin  and  in  that  neighborhood,  that  could  be  spared, 
taken  up  and  sent  down  to  Washington,  with  a  view  of  getting  them 
down  to  this  line,  in  case  he  decided  to  go  by  way  of  Fredericksburg. 
The  letter  conveying  that  order  was  written  on  the  6th  of  November, 
but,  as  I  understand,  was  not  received  until  the  12th  of  November. 

On  the  7th  or  8th  of  November  I  received  an  order  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  directing  me  to  take  command  of  the  army 
of  the  Potomac,  and  also  a  copy  of  the  order  relieving  General  Mc- 
Clellan from  that  command.  This  order  was  conveyed  to  me  by 
General  Buckingham,  who  was  attached  to  the  War  Department. 
After  getting  over  my  surprise,  the  shock,  &c.,  I  told  General  Buck- 
ingham that  it  was  a  matter  that  required  very  serious  thought;  that 
I  did  not  want  the  command;  that  it  had  been  offered  to  me  twice 
before,  and  I  did  not  feel  that  I  could  take  it.  I  consulted  with  two 
of  my  staff  officers  in  regard  to  it  for,  I  should  think,  an  hour  and  a 
half.  They  urged  upon  me  that  I  had  no  right,  as  a  soldier,  to  dis- 
obey the  order,  and  that  I  had  already  expressed  to  the  government 
my  unwillingness  to  take  the  command.  I  told  them  what  my  views 
were  with  reference  to  my  ability  to  exercise  such  a  command,  which 
views  were  those  I  had  always  unreservedly  expressed,  that  I  was  not 
competent  to  command  such  a  large  army  as  this.  I  had  said  the 
same  over  and  over  again  to  the  President  and  Secretary  of  War,  and 
also,  that  if  matters  could  be  satisfactorily  arranged  with  General 
McClellan,  I  thought  he  could  command  the  army  of  the  Potomac 
better  than  any  other  general  in  it.  But  they  had  studied  the  subject 
more  than  I  had,  and  knew  more  about  their  objections  to  General 
McClellan  than  I  did. 

There  had  been  some  conversation  in  regard  to  the  removal  of 
General  McClellan  when  he  was  bringing  away  his  army  from  before 
Richmond.  The  first  of  these  conversations  with  the  President  and 
Secretary  of  War  occurred  at  that  time.  And  then  after  General 
McClellan  had  got  back  to  Washington,  and  before  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Maryland  campaign,  there  was  another  conversation  of 
the  same  kind.  And  on  both  of  those  occasions  I  expressed  to  the 
President  the  opinion  that  I  did  not  think  there  was  any  one  who 
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>uld  do  as  much  with  that  army  as  General  McClellan  could,  if  mat- 
re  could  be  so  arranged  as  to  remove  their  objections  to  him. 
After  I  bad  consulted  with  my  staff  officers,  I  went  to  see  General 
icClellan  himself,  and  he  agreed  with  them,  that  this  was  an  order 
hich  I,  as  a  soldier,  had  to  obey.  He  said  that  he  could  not  retain 
le  command,  for  he,  as  a  soldier,  would  have  to  obey  the  order  di- 
jcting  him  to  give  up  that  command. 

I  then  assumed  the  command,  in  the  midst  of  a  violent  snow  storm, 
ith  the  army  in  a  position  that  I  knew  but  little  of.  I  had  previously 
>mmanded  but  one  corps,  upon  the  extreme  right,  and  I  had  been  upon 
le  extreme  right  and  in  the  advance  since  that  campaign  had  beguu. 
probably  knew  less  than  any  other  corps  commander  of  the  positions 
ad  relative  strength  of  the  several  corps  of  the  army.  General 
[cGIellan  remained  some  two  or  three  days  to  arrange  his  affairs, 
nd  came  with  me  as  far  as  Warrenton,  and  then  left,  having  given 
le  all  the  information  he  could  in  reference  to  the  army. 

General  Halleck  came  down  to  see  me  on  the  11th  of  November. 
)n  the  9th  I  made  out  a  plan  of  operations,  in  accordance  with  the 
rder  of  General  Halleck,  which  directed  me  not  only  to  take  com- 
aand  of  the  army,  but  also  to  state  what  I  proposed  to  do  with  it. 
lliat  plan  I  wrote  out  on  the  morning  of  the  9th  of  November,  and 
ent  it  by  special  messenger  to  Washington.  I  can  furnish  the  com- 
aittee  a  copy  of  that  plan  if  they  desire  it.     I  do  not  have  it  here 

lOW. 

Question.  State  the  substance  of  it,  if  you  please;  that  may  do  as 
rell. 

Answer.  I  stated,  in  substance,  that  I  thought  it  advisable  to  con- 
entrate  the  army  in  the  neighborhood  of  Warrenton;  to  make  a  small 
lovement  across  the  Rappahannock,  as  a  feint,  with  a  view  to  divert 
he  attention  of  the  enemy  and  lead  them  to  believe  that  we  were 
oing  to  move  in  the  direction  of  Gordonsville,  and  then  to  make  a 
apid  movement  of  the  whole  army  to  Fredericksburg  or  this  side  of 
he  Rappahannock. 

As  my  reasons  for  that,  I  stated  that  the  further  we  got  into  the 
ttterior  of  Virginia  the  longer  would  be  our  line  of  communications, 
nd  the  greater  would  be  the  difficulty  we  would  have  in  keeping 
liem  open,  as  the  enemy  had  upon  our  right  flank  a  corps  which  at 
Imost  any  time  could,  by  a  rapid  movement,  seriously  embarrass  us. 
f  we  were  caught  by  the  elements  so  far  from  our  base  of  supplies, 
nd  at  the  same  time  in  the  enemy's  country,  where  they  had  means 
f  getting  information  that  we  had  not,  it  might,  I  thought,  prove 
isastrons  to  the  army,  as  we  had  but  one  line  of  railway  by  which 
)  supply  it. 

In  moving  upon  Fredericksburg  we  would  all  the  time  be  as  near 
T^ashington  as  would  the  enemy ;  and  after  arriving  at  Fredericks- 
urg  we  would  be  at  a  point  nearer  to  Richmond  than  we  would  be 
ven  if  we  should  take  Gordonsville.  On  the  Gordonsville  line  the 
nemy,  in  my  opinion,  would  not  give  us  a  decisive  battle  at  any 
lace  this  side  of  Richmond.  They  would  defend  Gordonsville  until 
ich  time  as  they  felt  they  had  given  us  a  check,  and  then,  with  «o 
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many  lines  of  railroad  open  to  them,  they  would  move  upon  Rich- 
mond or  upon  Lynchburg,  and,  in  either  case,  the  difficulty  of  fol- 
lowing them  would  be  very  great. 

In  connexion  with  this  movement,  I  requested  that  barges  filled 
with  provisions  and  forage  should  be  floated  to  Aquia  creek,  where 
they  could  easily  be  landed;  that  materials  be  collected  for  the  re- 
construction of  the  wharves  there,  and  that  all  the  wagons  in  Wash- 
ington that  could  be  possibly  spared  should  be  filled  with  hard  bread 
and  small  commissary  stores,  and  with  a  large  number  of  beef  cattle 
started  down  to  Fredericksburg,  on  the  road  by  way  of  Dumfries; 
and  that  this  wagon  train  and  herd  of  cattle  should  be  preceded  by 
a  pontoon  train  large  enough  to  span  the  Rappahannock  twice.  I 
stated  that  this  wagon  train  could  move  in  perfect  safety,  because  it 
would  be  all  the  time  between  our  army  and  the  Potomac,  or,  in  other 
words,  our  army  would  be  all  the  time  between  the  enemy  and  that 
train.  But  at  the  same  time  I  said  that  if  a  cavalry  escort  could  not 
be  furnished  from  Washington,  I  would  send  some  of  my  cavalry  to 
guard  the  train. 

On  the  morning  of  the  14th  of  November,  feeling  uneasy  with 
reference  to  the  pontoons,  as  I  had  not  heard  of  their  starting,  I 
directed  my  chief  engineer  to  telegraph  again  in  reference  to  them. 

Question.  To  whom  did  he  telegraph  ? 

Answer.  He  telegraphed  to  Gen.  Woodbury  or  to  Major  Spalding. 
It  subsequently  appeared  that  that  was  the  first  they  ever  had  heard  of 
my  wish  to  have  the  pontoon  train  started  down  for  Fredericksburg, 
although  the  authorities  in  Washington  had  had  my  plan  sent  to  them 
on  the  9th  of  November,  and  it  had  also  been  discussed  by  General 
Halleck  and  General  Meigs  at  my  headquarters  at  Warrenton,  on  the 
night  of  the  11th  or  12th  of  November;  and,  after  discussing  it  fully 
there,  they  sat  down  and  sent  telegrams  to  Washington,  which,  as  I 
supposed,  fully  covered  the  case,  and  would  secure  the  starting  of  the 
pontoons  at  once.  I  supposed,  of  course,  that  those  portions  of  the 
plan  which  required  to  be  attended  to  in  Washington  would  be  car- 
ried out  there  at  once.  I  could  have  sent  officers  of  my  own  there 
to  attend  to  those  matters,  and  perhaps  I  made  a  mistake  in  not  doing 
so,  as  General  Halleck  afterwards  told  me  that  I  ought  not  to  have 
trusted  to  them  in  Washington  for  the  details.  In  reply  to  the  tele- 
gram I  had  ordered  to  be  sent,  General  Woodbury  telegraphed  back 
that  the  pontoons  would  start  on  Sunday  morning,  possibly,  and  cer- 
tainly on  Monday  morning,  which  would  have  been  on  the  16th  or 
I7th  of  November,  and  would  have  been  in  time.  They  did  not, 
however,  start  until  the  19th,  and  on  that  day  it  commenced  raining, 
which  delayed  them  so  much,  and  the  roads  became  so  bad,  that 
when  they  got  to  Dumfries  they  floated  the  pontoons  oflF  the  wagons; 
sent  to  Washington  for  a  steamer,  and  carried  them  down  to  Aquia 
creek  by  water,  sending  the  wagons  around  by  land.  The  pontoons 
did  not  get  here  until  the  22d  or  the  23d  of  November. 

On  the  16th  of  November  I  started  the  column  down  the  road  to 
Fredericksburg,  not  knowing  anything  about  the  delay  in  the  start- 
ing of  the  pontoons,  because  the  telegram  announcing  the  delay  did 
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not  reach  Warrenton  Junction  until  I  had  left  to  come  down  here 
with  the  troops,  and  that  telegram  did  not  reach  me  until  I  arrived 
here,  on  the  morning  of  the  19th,  when  it  was  handed  to  me  by  an 
orderly,  who  had  brought  it  down  from  Warrenton  Junction. 

After  reaching  here,  I  saw  at  once  that  there  was  no  chance  for 
crossing  the  Rappahannock  with  the  army  at  that  time.  It  com- 
menced raining  and  the  river  began  to  rise,  not  to  any  great  extent, 
but  I  did  not  know  how  much  it  might  rise.  There  were  no  means 
of  crossing  except  by  going  up  to  the  fords,  and  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  do  that,  because  of  the  inability  to  supply  the  troops  after 
they  should  cross. 

General  Sumner,  with  his  command,  arrived  here  in  advance.  He 
sent  to  me,  asking  if  he  should  cross  the  river.  He  was  very  much 
tempted  to  take  his  own  corps  across  to  Fredericksburg  by  a  ford 
near  Falmouth,  as  there  was  no  enemy  there  except  a  very  small 
force.     I  did  not  think  it  advisable  that  he  should  cross  at  that  time. 

The  plan  I  had  in  contemplation  was,  if  the  stores  and  those 
bridges  had  come  here  as  I  had  expected,  to  throw  Sumner's  whole 
corps  across  the  Rappahannock,  fill  the  wagons  with  as  many  small 
stores  as  we  could,  and  having  beef  cattle  along  for  meats,  then  to 
make  a  rapid  movement  down  in  the  direction  of  Richmond,  and  try 
to  meet  the  enemy  and  fight  a  battle  before  Jackson  could  make  a 
junction  there.  We  knew  that  Jackson  was  in  the  valley,  and  felt 
that  there  was  force  enough  on  the  Upper  Rappahannock  to  take  care 
of  him.  We  felt  certain  that  as  soon  as  the  enemy  knew  of  our  com- 
ing down  here  the  force  under  Jackson  would  be  recalled,  and  we 
wanted  to  meet  this  force  and  beat  it  before  Jackson  could  make  a 
junction  with  them,  or  before  Jackson  could  come  down  on  our  flank 
and  perhaps  cripple  us.  I  had  recommended  that  more  supplies 
should  be  sent  to  the  mouth  of  the  Rappahannock,  with  a  view  to 
establishing  a  depot  at  Port  Royal  after  we  had  advanced  to  Frede- 
ricksburg. 

After  the  first  delay  in  starting  the  pontoons,  I  think  they  were 
sent  as  quickly  as  they  could  have  been,  and  the  supplies  and  quar- 
termaster's stores  have  been  always  in  as  great  abundance  as  we 
could  have  expected;  for  after  the  19th  of  November  the  weather 
and  the  roads  were  particularly  bad.  Horses  and  mules,  &c.,  were 
sent  down  to  us,  so  that  our  cavalry  and  teams  were  in  very  good 
condition. 

After  it  was  ascertained  that  there  must  be  a  delay,  and  that  the 
enemy  had  concentrated  in  such  force  as  to  make  it  very  difficult  to 
cross  except  by  a  number  of  bridges,  we  commenced  bringing  up  from 
Aquia  creek  all  the  pontoons  we  could.  After  enough  of  them  had 
been  brought  up  to  build  the  bridges,  I  called  several  councils  of 
war  to  decide  about  crossing  the  Rappahannock.  It  was  first  decided 
to  cross  down  at  Skinker's  Neck,  about  twelve  miles  below  here. 
But  our  demonstration  in  that  direction  concentrated  the  enemy  at 
that  place,  and  I  finally  gave  up  the  idea  of  crossing  there.  I  still 
continued  operations  at  Skinker's  Neck  by  way  of  demonstration, 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  drawing  down  there  as  large  a  force  of  the 
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enemy  as  possible.  I  then  decided  to  cross  here,  because,  in  the 
first  place,  I  felt  satisfied  that  they  did  not  expect  us  to  cross  here, 
but  down  below  ;  in  the  next  place,  I  felt  satisfied  that  this  was  the 
place  to  fight  the  most  decisive  battle,  because  if  we  could  divide 
their  forces  by  piercing  their  lines  at  one  or  two  points,  separating 
their  left  from  their  right,  then  a  vigorous  attack  with  the  whole 
army  would  succeed  in  breaking  their  army  in  pieces. 

The  enemy  had  cut  a  road  along  in  the  rear  of  the  line  of  heights 
where  we  made  our  attack,  by  means  of  which  they  connected  the  two 
wings  of  their  army,  and  avoided  a  long  detour  around  through  a 
bad  country.  I  obtained  from  a  colored  man  from  the  other  side  of 
the  town,  information  in  regard  to  this  new  road,  which  proved  to  be 
correct.  I  wanted  to  obtain  possession  of  that  new  road,  and  that  was 
my  reason  for  making  an  attack  on  the  extreme  left.  I  did  not  in- 
tend to  make  the  attack  on  the  right  until  that  position  had  been 
taken,  which  I  supposed  would  stagger  the  enemy,  cutting  their  line 
in  two;  and  then  I  proposed  to  make  a  direct  attack  on  their  front, 
and  drive  them  out  of  their  works. 

I  succeeded  in  building  six  bridges,  and  taking  the  whole  army 
across.  The  two  attacks  were  made,  and  we  were  repulsed;  still 
holding  a  portion  of  the  ground  we  had  fought  upon,  but  not  our 
extreme  advance. 

That  night  I  went  all  over  the  field  on  our  right;  in  fact,  I  was  with 
the  officers  and  men  until  nearly  daylight.  I  found  the  feeling  to  be 
rather  against  an  attack  the  next  morning;  in  fact,  it  was  decidedly 
against  it. 

I  returned  to  my  headquarters,  and,  after  conversation  with  General 
Sumner,  told  him  that  I  wanted  him  to  order  the  ninth  army  corps — 
which  was  the  corps  I  originally  commanded — to  form  the  next  morn- 
ing a  column  of  attack  by  regiments.  It  consisted  of  some  eighteen 
old  regiments,  and  some  new  ones,  and  I  desired  the  column  to  make 
a  direct  attack  upon  the  enemy's  works.  I  thought  that  these  regi- 
ments, by  coming  quickly  up  after  each  other,  would  be  able  to  carry 
the  stone  wall  and  the  batteries  in  front,  forcing  the  enemy  into  their 
next  line,  and  by  going  in  with  them  they  would  not  be  able  to  fire 
upon  us  to  any  great  extent.  I  left  General  Sumner  with  that  under- 
standing, and  directed  him  to  give  the  order.  The  order  was  given, 
and  the  column  of  attack  was  formed. 

The  next  morning,  just  before  the  column  was  to  have  started, 
General  Sumner  came  to  me  and  said:  ** General,  I  hope  you  w^ill 
desist  from  this  attack;  I  do  not  know  of  any  general  officer  who  ap- 
proves of  it,  and  I  think  it  will  prove  disastrous  to  the  army."  Ad- 
vice of  that  kind  from  General  Sumner,  who  has  always  been  in  favor 
of  an  advance  whenever  it  was  possible,  caused  me  to  hesitate.  I 
kept  the  column  of  attack  formed,  and  sent  over  for  the  division  and 
corps  commanders,  and  consulted  with  them.  They  unanimously 
voted  against  the  attack.  I  then  went  over  to  see  the  other  officers 
of  the  command  on  the  other  side,  and  found  that  the  same  impres- 
sion prevailed  among  them.  I  then  sent  for  General  Franklin,  who 
was  on  the  left,  and  he  was  of  exactly  the  same  opinion.    This  caused 
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me  to  decide  that  I  ought  not  to  make  the  attack  I  had  contemplated. 
And  besides,  inasmach  as  the  President  of  the  United  States  had  told 
me  not  to  be  in  haste  in  making  this  attack;  that  he  would  give  me 
all  the  support  that  he  could,  but  he  did  not  want  the  army  of  the 
Potomac  destroyed,  I  felt  that  I  could  not  take  the  responsibility  of 
ordering  the  attack,  notwithstanding  my  own  belief  at  the  time  that 
the  works  of  the  enemy  could  be  carried. 

In  the  afternoon  of  that  day  I  again  saw  the  officers,  and  told  them 
that  I  had  decided  to  withdraw  to  this  side  of  the  river  all  our  forces 
except  enough  to  hold  the  town  and  the  bridge-heads,  but  should 
keep  the  bridges  there  for  further  operations  in  case  we  wanted  to 
cross  again.  I  accordingly  ordered  the  withdrawal,  leaving  General 
Hooker  to  conduct  the  withdrawal  of  our  forces  from  the  town,  and 
General  Franklin  to  conduct  it  on  our  left. 

During  that  evening  I  received  a  note  from  General  Hooker;  and 
about  10  o'clock  at  night  General  Butte rfield  came  over  with  a  mes- 
sage from  General  Hooker,  stating  that  he  (General  Hooker)  felt  it 
his  dnty  to  represent  to  me  the  condition  in  which  I  was  leaving  the 
town  and  the  troops  in  it.  After  a  long  conversation  on  the  subject 
with  General  Butterfield,  I  felt  that  the  troops  I  proposed  to  leave 
behind  would  not  be  able  to  hold  the  town.  I  then  partially  decided 
to  withdraw  the  whole  command,  which  was  a  still  more  perilous 
operation.  It  commenced  raining,  which,  to  some  extent,  was  an  as- 
sistance to  us,  but  a  very  bad  thing  in  the  moving  of  troops.  I 
thought  over  the  matter  for  about  two  hours;  and  about  1  o'clock  I 
sent  over  an  order  to  withdraw  the  whole  force,  which  was  success- 
fully accomplished. 

There  had  been  a  great  deal  of  division  of  opinion  among  the  corps 
commanders  as  to  the  place  of  crossing.  But,  after  all  the  discussion 
upon  the  subject,  the  decision  to  cross  over  here  I  understood  was 
well  received  by  all  of  them. 

While  on  his  way  here  General  Hooker,  on  the  morning  of  the  20th 
of  November,  wrote  me  a  note,  which  I  received  on  the  21st,  in  which 
he  suggested  that  he  should  cross  his  force  over  the  Rappahannock 
at  the  ford  nearest  to  him,  (Richards' s  ford,)  and  move  rapidly  down  to 
Saxton*s  Station  and  take  position  there.  He  stated  that  he  had  three 
days'  provisions,  and  thought  he  could  beat  any  force  of  the  enemy 
in  front  of  him.  I  replied  to  him  that  I  was  always  very  glad  to  take 
the  advice  of  my  general  officers,  and  should  always  be  loth  to  make 
a  move  without  consulting  them;  but  I  could  not  approve  of  the  move 
he  had  suggested,  because,  in  the  first  place,  he  would  have  to  march 
^me  thirty-six  miles  to  get  to  Saxton's  Station;  it  was  then  raining, 
and  he  would  have  to  ford  two  rivers,  which  might  rise  and  cut  him 
off  from  the  main  body  of  the  command,  and  as  I  had  no  means  of 
crossing  at  Fredericksburg  I  would  be  prevented  from  sending  him 
supplies  and  assistance;  and,  although  he  might  reach  Saxton's  Sta- 
tion, and  beat  any  force  of  the  enemy  he  might  meet  at  that  time, 
yet  it  would  be  a  very  hazardous  movement  to  throw  a  column  like 
that  beyond  the  reach  of  its  proper  support.  This  reply  I  sent  to 
General  Hooker  by  an  aide-de-camp.     He  thanked  me;  said  he  had 
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only  made  it  as  a  suggestion,  and  the  weather,  as  it  was  then  raining^ 
of  course  rendered  it  impossible  to  make  the  movement  he  had  sug- 
gested. 

Question.  What  causes  do  you  assign  for  the  failure  of  your  attack 
here  ? 

Answer.  It  was  found  to  be  impossible  to  get  the  men  up  to  the 
works.  The  enemy's  fire  was  too  hot  for  them.  The  whole  command, 
fought  most  gallantly.  The  enemy  themselves  say  they  never  saw 
our  men  fight  so  hard  as  on  that  day. 

Question.  Were  the  enemy's  works  very  strong? 

Answer.  Their  works  are  not  strong  works,  but  they  occupy  very 
strong  positions.  It  is  possible  that  the  points  of  attack  were  wrongly 
ordered;  if  such  is  the  case,  I  can  only  say  that  I  did  to  the  best  of 
my  ability.  It  is  also  possible  that  we  would  have  done  better  to 
have  crossed  at  Skinker's  Neck.  But,  for  what  I  supposed  to  be  good 
reasons,  I  felt  we  had  better  cross  here;  that  we  would  have  a  more 
decisive  engagement  here,  and  that  if  we  succeeded  in  defeating  the 
enemy  here,  we  could  break  up  the  whole  of  their  army  here,  which 
I  think  is  now  the  most  desirable  thing,  not  even  second  to  the  taking* 
of  Richmond ;  for  if  this  army  was  broken  up,  though  they  might 
defend  Richmond  for  a  while,  they  could  not  make  a  very  protracted 
defeifce  there. 

By  Mr.  Gooch: 

Question.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  it  was  your  understand- 
ing that  General  Halleck  and  General  Meigs,  while  at  your  headquar- 
ters in  Warrenton  and  before  you  commenced  the  movement  of  your 
army,  sent  orders  to  Washington  for  the  pontoons  to  be  immediately 
forwarded  to  Falmouth  ? 

Answer.  That  was  my  understanding,  certainly.  i 

Question.  In  your  judgment,  could  the  pontoons  have  been  for- 
warded in  time  for  you  to  have  crossed  the  Rappahannock  when  you 
expected,  if  all  possible  efibrts  had  been  made  by  those  who  were 
charged  with  that  duty  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  if  they  had  received  their  orders  in  time. 

Question.  Did  the  non-arrival  of  the  pontoons,  at  the  time  you  ex- 
pected, prevent  your  crossing  when  you  expected  to  cross,  and  inter- 
fere with  the  success  of  your  plan  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Since  you  have  assumed  the  command  of  the  army  of  the 
Potomac,  have  all  its  movements  been  made  by  you  according  to  your 
own  judgment,  or  have  some  of  them  been  directed  by  the  general-in- 
chief,  the  Secretary  of  War,  or  the  President  of  the  United  States  ? 

Answer.  They  have  all  been  made  in  accordance  with  my  own 
judgment.  In  some  cases  I  have  submitted  my  views,  which  have 
been  approved. 

Question.  Who  did  you  understand  was  responsible  for  the  for- 
warding of  the  pontoons  to  Falmouth  ? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  General  Halleck  was  to  give  the  neces- 
sary orders,  and  then  the  oflBcers  who  should  receive  those  orders 
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were  the  ones  responsible  for  the  pontoons  coming  here.  I  could 
have  carried  out  that  part  of  the  plan  through  officers  of  my  own. 
But  having  just  taken  the  command  of  an  army  with  which  I  was  but 
little  acquainted,  it  was  evident  that  it  was  m  much  as  I  could  attend 
to,  with  the  assistance  of  all  my  officers,  to  change  its  position  from 
Warrenton  to  Fredericksburg.  And  I  felt,  indeed  I  expected,  that 
all  the  parts  of  the  plan  which  were  to  be  executed  in  Washington 
would  be  attended  to  by  the  officers  at  that  place,  under  the  direction 
of  the  diflFerent  departments  to  which  those  parts  of  the  plan  apper- 
tained. 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  understand  that  you  yourself  were  to  be 
responsible  for  seeing  that  those  orders  were  carried  out  ? 

Answer*  I  did  not.  I  never  imagined  for  a  moment  that  I  had  to 
carry  out  anything  that  required  to  be  done  in  Washington.  General 
Meigs  told  me  distinctly  several  days  ago,  in  Washington,  that  he 
never  saw  my  plan  of  operations  until  I  showed  it  to  him  on  that 
day. 

Question.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say,  in  your  statement,  that  you 
expected  General  Franklin  to  carry  the  point  at  the  extreme  left  of 
the  ridge  in  rear  of  the  town,  and  thereby  enable  our  troops  to  storm 
and  carry  their  fortifications  ? 

Answer.  I  did  expect  him  to  carry  that  point,  which  being' done 
would  have  placed  our  forces  in  rear  of  their  extreme  left,  and  which, 
I  thought  at  the  time,  would  shake  their  forces  on  the  ridge  to  such 
an  extent  that  the  position  in  front  could  be  easily  stormed  and 
carried. 

Question.  To  what  do  you  attribute  his  failure  to  accomplish  that? 

Answer.  To  the  great  strength  of  the  position  and  the  accumula- 
tion of  the  enemy's  forces  there.  I  expected*  the  bridges  would  be 
built  in  two  or  three  hours  after  they  were  unloaded,which  was  about 
daylight.  Instead  of  that,  those  on  the  right  were  not  built  until 
three  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  I  had  only  the  means  of  getting 
across  one  division  over  the  bridges  on  the  right.  General  Frank- 
Un's  bridges  were  built  about  noon,  and  were  held  by  our  troops  on 
the  opposite  bank.  This  gave  the  enemy  time  to  accumulate  their 
forces,  which  were  stretched  along  the  river  from  Port  Royal  up  to 
the  battle-field,  before  I  was  able  to  order  the  attack.  Whilst  the  men 
here  were  unloading  the  bridges  and  putting  them  into  the  water, 
the  enemy's  sharpshooters  opened  a  very  heavy  fire  from  the  town, 
and  our  batteries  opened  upon  the  town  with  the  view  of  silencing 
them.  In  this  manner  the  bridges  were  built  about  two-thirds  of 
their  length,  at  which  time  the  bridge-builders  were  driven  off,  and 
had  to  take  shelter  under  the  bank.  Repeated  efforts  were  made  to 
get  these  bridge-builders  out  to  the  end  of  the  bridges  with  the 
necessary  material,  but  they  all  failed.  It  was  then  reported  to  me 
that  it  was  impossible  to  build  the  bridges  under  that  fire,  and  that 
the  sharpshooters  could  not  be  driven  out  of  town  by  the  artillery. 
We  had  one  hundred  and  forty-three  guns  in  position,  the  larger  por- 
tion of  which  were  playing  upon  the  town.  I  said  to  the  officers  who 
had  reported  to  me  that  it  was  impossible  to  build  the  bridges,  that 
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they  must  be  built,  and  that  some  plan  must  be  devised  for  getting 
these  sharpshooters  out  of  the  way,  so  that  our  men  could  get  to 
work.  Upon  consulting  with  General  Hunt,  chief  of  artillery,  and 
General  Woodbury,  of  the  engineers,  it  was  agreed  to  fill  the  boats 
with  our  own  men,  run  them  quickly  across  under  fire,  throw  them  on 
the  bank,  and  let  them  go  up  into  the  streets  and  houses  and  drivo 
the  sharpshooters  away.  This  plan  was  successfully  carried  out,  and 
in  fifteen  minutes  after  the  first  detachment  of  troops  had  reached 
the  opposite  bank,  our  men  began  building  the  bridges,  and  in  a  half 
an  hour  more  they  were  completed. 

Question.  What  was  tie  conduct  of  the  officers  and  men  during 
the  attack? 

Answer.  With  the  exception  of  a  single  regiment,  it  was  excellent. 

Question.  Will  you  state,  as  nearly  as  you  can,  the  whole  number 
of  our  troops  that  were  engaged  ? 

Answer.  We  had  about  one  hundred  thousand  men  on  the  other 
side  of  the  river. 

Question.  What  part  of  that  number  were  actually  engaged  in 
battle? 

Answer.  Every  single  man  of  them  was  under  artillery  fire,  and 
about  half  of  them  were  at  different  times  formed  in  columns  of  at- 
tack.    Every  man  was  put  in  column  of  attack  that  could  oe  got  in. 

Question.  Have  you  any  knowledge  as  to  the  force  of  the  enemy 
here? 

Answer.  It  is  estimated  at  all  the  way  from  one  hundred  thousand 
to  two  hundred  thousand.  I  think  myself  it  was  less  than  one  hun- 
dred thousand. 

Question.  What  was  the  extent  of  the  casualties  on  our  side  re- 
sulting from  all  the  fighting  ? 

Answer.  It  will  not  be  far  from  ten  thousand  men — killed,  wounded, 
and  missing. 

Question.  What  is  the  present  condition  of  our  troops  here  ? 

Answer.  As  far  as  my  knowledge  and  information  goes,  it  is  good. 

Question.  Do  you  or  not  consider  your  troops  demoralized,  or  the 
efficiency  of  your  army  impaired,  except  so  far  as  it  has  been  from 
the  loss  of  so  many  men  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  would  add  here  that  although  at  the  time  I 
ordered  the  column  of  attack  to  be  formed  on  the  morning  after  the 
battle  I  thought  the  enemy's  works  would  be  carried,  and  adhered  to 
that  opinion  during  that  day,  I  afterwards  became  convinced  that 
that  could  not  have  been  done,  owing  to  the  great  strength  of  the 
enemy,  the  time  given  them  for  re-enforcing,  and  the  belief  also  of 
our  officers  that  it  could  not  be  done.  I  accordingly  telegraphed  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States  that  I  withdrew  our  army  because 
I  felt  that  the  enemy's  position  could  not  be  carried. 
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December  19,  1862. 
Major  General  E.  V.  Sumner  sworn  and  examined. 
By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  What  is  your  position  in  the  army  of  the  Potomac  ? 

Answer.  I  command  the  right  grand  division  of  that  army,  con- 
sisting of  the  second  and  ninth  corps  d'arm^e. 

Question.  Of  how  many  men  does  your  grand  division  consist  ? 

Answer.  Before  the  late  action  it  consisted  of  about men. 

It  is  being  increased  by  new  troops  as  they  come  up.     It  was  origin- 
ally intended  to  be  something  over men. 

Question.  Would  it  have  been  better,  in  your  judgment,  to  have 
crossed  the  river  and  engaged  the  enemy  earlier  than  you  did  ?  And 
if  so,  why  was  it  not  done  ? 

Answer.  When  General  Burnside  was  ordered  to  take  command  of 
this  army  he  told  me  what  he  proposed  to  do ;  that  is,  to  march  on 
Fredericksburg  instead  of  on  Culpeper.  I  thought  that  was  the 
wisest  plan  for  these  reasons  :  If  we  had  marched  on  Culpeper,  ac- 
cording to  the  former  plan,  even  if  we  had  been  successful  we  would 
have  had  to  fall  back  for  supplies,  whereas  by  coming  on  this  line,  on 
reaching  Fredericksburg  I  confidently  expected  to  take  the  heights 
in  rear  of  it  before  the  army  of  the  enemy  could  come  from  Culpeper, 
and  I  thought  the  chance  of  reaching  Richmond  was  much  better 
than  by  going  the  other  way.  Because  if  the  pontoons  had  been 
here  on  my  arrival,  and  in  time  for  me  to  have  crossed  and  occupied 
the  heights  in  rear  of  Fredericksburg  before  the  enemy  could  reach 
them,  we  should  have  kept  pressing  the  enemy  ofiF  from  this  line  of 
railroad,  keeping  it  in  our  own  possession  ;  and  if  we  could  not  have 
preceded  them  into  Richmond,  we  could  have  kept  so  close  to  them 
that  they  would  have  had  no  time  to  build  fortifications.  These  were 
the  reasons  why  I  thought  that  it  was  a  very  judicious  measure  on 
the  part  of  General  Burnside  to  change  the  base  of  operations  in- 
stead of  advancing  on  Culpeper,  which  I  believe  General  McClellan 
intended  to  have  done. 

On  my  arrival  here,  on  the  17th  of  November,  a  battery  of  artil- 
lery on  the  other  side  of  the  river  opened  upon  us  the  moment  a 
portion  of  my  troops  appeared  on  the  ridge  back  of  Falmouth.  I 
immediately  put  a  battery  into  position,  and,  I  think,  in  not  to  exceed 
fifteen  minutes,  they  drove  everv  man  on  the  other  side  from  the 
guns,  and  they  ran  off  and  left  four  guns  on  the  field.  My  orders 
were  to  advance  and  hold  Falmouth,  not  to  cross.  But  the  tempta- 
tion was  so  strong  to  go  over  and  take  those  guns  the  enemy  had  left 
that  at  one  time  I  actually  gave  the  order  to  cross  the  ford  at  all 
events  and  seize  the  guns  and  occupy  the  city.  But  on  reflection  I 
concluded  I  was  rather  too  old  a  soldier  to  disobey  a  direct  order; 
and  there  was  another  reason  too:  I  had  had  a  little  too  much  ex- 
perience on  the  peninsula  of  the  consequence  of  getting  astride  of  a 
river  to  risk  it  here.  For  these  two  reasons  I  revoked  my  order  that 
night. 
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That  same  night  I  sent  a  note  to  General  Burnside,  who  was  some  eight 
or  ten  miles  distant,  asking  him  if  I  should  take  Fredericksburg  in  the 
morning  should  I  be  able  to  find  a  practicable  ford,  which,  by  the  way, 
I  knew  when  I  wrote  the  note  that  I  could  find.  The  general  replied, 
through  his  chief  of  staflF,  that  he  did  not  think  it  advisable  to  occupy 
Fredericksburg  until  his  communications  were  established,  and,  on 
reflection,  I  myself  thought  that  he  was  right;  that  it  was  prudent 
and  proper  to  have  the  bridges  ready  before  we  occupied  Fredericks- 
burg. I  think  I  could  have  taken  that  city  and  the  heights  on  the 
other  side  of  it  any  time  within,  three  days  after  my  arrival  here  if 
the  pontoons  had  been  here,  for  I  do  not  think  there  was  much  force 
of  the  enemy  here  up  to  that  time. 

With  regard  to  the  delay  in  making  the  attack,  I  do  not  think  that 
the  movement  could  have  been  made  sooner  than  it  was  made.  It 
will  be  recollected  that  iio  preparations  had  been  made  at  Aquia 
creek.  When  we  came  across  here  there  were  no  means  at  Aquia 
creek  for  landing  anything  there.  All  those  things  had  to  be  prepared 
afterwards.  The  railroad  had  to  be  completed  before  we  could  get 
up  supplies  for  this  great  army.  It  takes  an  enormous  amount  of  trans- 
portation to  supply  an  army  of  100,000  men,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
general  could  have  made  his  preparations,  done  all  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  do,  sooner  than  he  did  after  the  arrival  here  of  the  pontoons. 

The  first  proposition  to  cross  the  river  was  to  cross  at  Skinker's 
Neck.  It  seemed  to  me  that  you  could  scarcely  cross  a  river  in  the 
face  of  an  enemy  of  equal  or  superior  force,  except  by  surprise.  There- 
fore, after  the  preparations  were  made  to  cross  at  Skinker's  Neck, 
after  a  large  number  of  wagons  had  been  sent  by  the  general  down 
there  in  order  to  deceive  the  enemy,  I  was  decidedly  in  favor  of 
throwing  the  bridges  over  here  and  carrying  the  town  as  we  did  carry 
it,  which  was  by  surprise,  as  the  enemy  were  marching  their  troops 
down  below  expecting  that  we  were  going  to  cross  down  there. 

I  was  in  favor  of  crossing  the  Rappahannock,  because  I  knew  that 
neither  our  government  nor  our  people  would  be  satisfied  to  have  our 
army  retire  from  this  position  or  go  into  winter  quarters,  until  we 
knew  the  force  that  was  on  the  other  side  of  the  river;  and  the  only 
way  in  which  we  could  learn  that  was  by  going  over  there  and  feel- 
ing of  them.  I  think  it  was  necessary  to  have  made  the  attack  on 
that  day;  or  Saturday;  and  it  was  necessary,  therefore,  to  attack 
them  in  their  strong  works,  and  the  repulse  was  what  frequently  hap- 
pens in  campaigns:  the  works  were  stronger  than  we  believed  them 
to  be.  I  knew  it  was  a  very  hazardous  movement,  but  I  did  believe 
we  could  carry  the  enemy's  works.  The  attack  failed  owing  to  the 
enemy's  fortifications  being  much  more  formidable  than  we  had  sup- 
posed them  to  be. 

Question.  Will  you  describe  those  fortifications  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  describe  them  any  further  than  this  :  They  were 
tier  upon  tier  for  two  or  three  tiers.  If  we  had  carried  the  first 
tier,  we  could  not  have  held  it,  because  their  next  tier  was  a  much 
more  formidable  row  of  fortifications,  only  a  mile  distant,  and  on  a 
higher  position  still.     And  no  doubt  large  masses  of  infantry  were 
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between  the  two  crests  :  and  having  got  on  the  top  of  one  crest,  we 
would  have  been  compelled  to  contend  with  large  masses  of  fresh 
troops  over  whom  their  own  batteries  could  fire.  I  was  ordered  by 
the  general  commanding  to  select  the  corps  to  make  the  attack.  I 
selected  the  corps  of  General  French  and  General  Hancock,  two  of 
the  most  gallant  officers  in  our  army,  and  two  corps  that  had  neither 
of  them  ever  turned  their  backs  to  the  enemy.  They  made  repeated 
assaults,  but  were  driven  back  in  spite  of  all  the  eflForts  that  could  be 
made  by  their  officers.  The  principal  obstacle  that  they  found  was 
a  long  stone  wall,  which  was  the  outwork  of  the  enemy.  That  wall 
waa  some  400  or  500  yards  in  length,  as  represented  to  me,  and  had 
been  raised  and  strengthened.  The  enemy  had  artillery  that  enfiladed 
that  wall  on  both  sides  ;  they  held  their  fire  until  our  troops  arrived 
at  a  certain  point,  when  they  rose  up  and  poured  a  perfect  volley  over 
this  wall,  their  artillery  enfilading  our  column  at  the  same  time.  No 
troops  could  stand  such  a  fire  as  that.  I  do  not  think  it  a  reproach 
to  those  two  divisions  that  they  did  not  carry  that  position  ;  they  did 
all  that  men  could  do.  I  had  General  Howard's  division  in  readiness 
to  support  those  two,  and  one  strong  division  of  Wilcox's  corps — 
the  ninth  corps,  General  Burnside's  old  corps — detached  to  keep  open 
communication  with  General  Franklin's  right.  That  division  was  not 
onder  fire  during  the  day.  Some  of  the  other  divisions  of  the  ninth 
corps  were  more  or  less  engaged,      i 

General  Hooker  had  a  part  of  his  grand  division  in  the  town,  and 
one  of  his  corps,  under  General  Humphries,  was  engaged.  They  made 
a  gallant  attack,  but  were  driven  back.  The  fight  was  continued  on 
the  left,  but  I  was  so  remote  from  that  that  I  cannot  give  any  descrip- 
tion of  it  at  all. 

The  general  commanding  directed  me  to  establish  my  headquarters 
at  the  Lacy  House,  so  that  I  could  superintend  the  operations  of  both 
my  corps.  I  was  there,  while  the  general  commanding  was  at  the 
Phillips  House  during  the  action.  During  an  action  there  is  a  con- 
stant running  for  orders,  for  re-enforcements,  artillery,  troops  at  differ- 
ent points,  ammunition,  &c. 

I  consider  the  crossing  of  the  river,  under  the  circumstances,  a 
very  creditable  thing;  and  I  also  consider  the  retreat,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, as  very  creditable.  There  was  not  a  gun  or  anything 
else  lost.     The  entire  army  returned  without  an  accident. 

I  would  like  to  add  here,  because  it  was  almost  the  only  occasion 
where  the  general  commanding  and  myself  have  differed  in  regard  to 
any  point,  that  I  did  not  wish  to  relinquish  Fredericksburg.  I 
thought  we  could  have  held  it  with  a  single  division  by  posting  our 
batteries  right.  It  would  not  have  been  giving  up  an  expedition, 
but  simply  a  change  of  tactics.  That  is  the  way  in  which  I  viewed 
it;  that  we  would  just  be  drawing  back  a  little  in  order  to  try  it 
again.  I  was  therefore  strongly  in  favor  of  holding  Fredericksburg; 
others  were  not.  Perhaps  I  was  the  only  general  officer  of  rank  who 
was  of  that  opinion.  I  thought  it  would  present  a  better  and  a  dif- 
ferent appearance  if  we  continued  to  hold  the  town.  We  could  have 
commanded  it  at  any  time  with  our  artillery,  and  we  can  do  so  now. 
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I  do  not  think  there  was  any  danger  or  diflSculty  in  holding  it.  But 
I  may  have  been  mistaken. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  reason  why  the  pontoon  bridges  did 
not  arrive  earlier  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  You  know  nothing  upon  that  subject? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  expected,  as  a  matter  of  course,  to  find  them 
here  when  I  came,  or  very  soon  afterwards. 

Question.  If  you  had  found  them  here,  as  you  expected,  what 
would,  in  your  opinion,  have  been  the  result  ? 

Answer.  I  should  have  taken  the  crest  in  rear  of  the  town  on  that 
night  or  the  following  day.  Not  considering  Fredericksburg  as  being 
of  any  consequence,  except  as  being  on  the  road  to  Richmond.  I 
should  have  passed  through  the  town  and  taken  possession  of  the 
crest. 

Question.  Are  there  any  fords  above  here  which  might  have  been 
crossed  ? 

Answer.  There  are  several  fords  on  this  river,  and  in  the  summer 
time  two  or  three  of  them  would  be  practicable,  perhaps. 

Question.  I  mean  were  there  any  practicable  fords  at  the  time  you 
did  cross;  and  if  so,  where  were  they? 

Answer.  There  is  a  rough  cavalry  ford  down  by  the  upper  bridge 
at  Falmouth,  where  horsemen  sometimes  go  over.  But  that  ford 
depends  upon  the  tide,  which  rises  above  this  town.  The  tide  was 
in  when  I  arrived  here,  which  was  in  the  afternoon.  The  tide  was 
then  receding,  and  a  citizen  told  me  that  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
get  anything  over  the  ford  until  after  dark.  That  ford  is  represented 
to  me  as  being  a  deep  ford,  with  deep  holes  in  it.  Men  can  skip 
from  rock  to  rock — a  few  men  at  the  time.  But  there  are  occasion- 
ally deep  holes,  from  six  to  eight  feet  deep.  Such  a  ford  would 
never  be  considered  practicable  for  marching  troops  over. 

Question.  What  reasons  do  you  assign  for  not  crossing  either  above 
or  below  where  the  enemy  have  fortified  ? 

Answer.  The  reason  was  this  :  we  did  not  attempt  to  turn  their 
left  flank,  because  there  is  there  a  slack-water  navigation  taken  out 
of  the  river  some  two  miles  above  here,  and  brought  into  the  basin 
at  the  upper  end  of  the  town.  That  runs  along  at  a  considerable 
distance  from  the  Rappahannock.  In  making  a  movement  to  turn 
the  enemy's  left  flank,  if  a  force  had  been  sent  up  between  the  river 
and  the  canal,  the  canal  would  have  to  be  crossed,  and  to  do  so  it  would 
be  necessary  to  bridge  it.  The  only  way  to  have  made  that  move- 
ment would  have  been  to  have  gone  entirely  on  the  left  of  that  canal, 
and  that  would  have  exposed  the  troops  all  the  way  up  to  a  fire  upon 
their  flank  from  the  batteries,  which  had  been  erected  all  along  up 
there,  without  ours  being  able  to  return  the  fire  at  all. 

Question.  In  regard  to  the  condition  of  the  army  since  the  battle, 
is  it  demoralized  any  more  than  by  the  loss  of  that  number  of  men  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is. 

Question.  To  what  extent,  and  in  what  way  ? 
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Answer.  It  is  difficult  to  describe  it  in  any  other  way  than  by  saying 
there  is  a  great  deal  too  much  croaking  ;  there  is  not  sufficient  confi- 
dence. 

Question.  What  number  of  men,  or  about  what  number,  do  you  sup- 
pose were  engaged  on  our  side  on  the  day  of  battle  ? 

The  Witness.  Under  fire,  do  you  mean  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir. 

Answer.   Do  you  mean  to  include  the  reserves  ? 

Question.  I  mean  to  include  all  who  were  really  under  fire. 

Answer.  I  should  think  there  were  hardly  50,000  men  under  fire. 
When  I  say  that  50,000  men  were  all  that  were  under  fire,  I  would  say 
that  I  do  not  consider  the  reserves  beyond  musketry  fire  as  being 
exactly  troops  under  fire. 

Question.  What  was  the  whole  number  of  our  forces  over  the  river  ? 

Answer.  I  should  suppose  there  must  have  been  about men  ; 

and  the  diflFerence  between  that  number  and  the  number  actually  under 
fire  was  held  in  reserve. 

Question.  Prom  the  best  light  that  you  have,  what  do  you  estimate 
to  have  been  the  force  of  the  enemy  ? 

Answer.  I  thought  that  our  forces  were  about  equal. 

Question.  At  what  do  you  estimate  our  loss  to  be,  in  killed,  wounded, 
md  missing? 

Answer.  I  think  10,000  will  cover  our  whole  loss.  It  has  been 
stated  as  over  that  number  :  but  those  things  are  always  exaggerated. 

Question.  At  what  do  you  estimate  the  loss  of  the  enemy  ? 

Answer.  A  great  deal  less  than  our  own,  from  the  fact  that  they 
were  covered  by  their  works. 

Question.  In  your  judgment,  as  a  military  man*  were  there  any  faults 
or  mistakes  in  bringing  on  or  conducting  that  attack  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not.  The  general  commanding  conferred  a  great 
deal  with  me  about  it.  If  he  made  a  mistake,  I  made  one  too  ;  for  I 
certainly  approved  the  steps,  one  by  one,  that  he  took.  As  regards  the 
responsibility  for  ordering  the  attack,  I  do  not  know  what  orders  the 
general  commanding  may  have  received  from  Washington.  He,  how- 
ever, told  me  that  he  had  received  a  telegram  from  the  President  that 
he  did  not  wish  the  army  sacrificed.  I  think  myself  I  would  have 
made  but  a  single  attack.  Instead  of  making  two  attacks,  I  would 
have  made  but  one,  massing  everything  upon  that.  But  that  is  a 
point  npon  which  military  men  may  difier. 

By  Mr.  Gooch  : 
Question/  Did  the  commanders  of  the  grand  divisions  concur,  all  of 
them,  so  far  as  you  know,  in  the  movement  that  was  made  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  but  I  presume  they  did. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  opinion  of  the  general  condition  and  efficiency 
of  the  army  since  the  battle  ? 

Answer.  I  consider  that  within  a  few  days,  with  sufficient  exertion, 
this  army  will  be  in  excellent  order  again. 
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December  19,  1862. 

Major  General  William  B.  Franklin  sworn  and  examined. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  You  have  seen  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  under  which 
this  committee  are  now  acting.  Will  you  go  on  and  state,  in  your 
own  way,  what  you  deem  it  necessary  to  state  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  the  precise  time,  but  it  was  just  before 
we  moved  from  Warrenton,  General  Halleck  and  General  Meigs  came 
down  there  and  had  a  conference  with  General  Burnside.  The  result 
of  that  conference,  as  I  understood  it,  was  that  General  Burnside  was 
to  move  this  army  from  Warrenton  and  that  vicinity  to  Fredericks- 
burg, and  so  across  the  river  here.  As  an  important  part  of  that 
movement,  I  understood  from  General  Burnside  that  when  the  advance 
of  his  army  arrived  in  front  of  Fredericksburg,  a  pontoon  train,  enough 
to  build  two  bridges,  was  to  meet  him  there.  I  know  the  advance  of 
the  army  did  arrive  at  Fredericksburg  at  the  proper  time,  but  there 
was  no  pontoon  train  to  meet  it  there,  and  in  consequence  of  that  the 
army  could  not  cross  at  the  time  we  expected  to  cross.  We  were 
therefore  delayed  several  days  in  consequence  of  the  delay  in  the 
arrival  of  the  pontoon  train. 

After  arriving  here  we  accumulated  provisions  for  twelve  days  ; 
then  General  Burnside  called  a  council,  in  which  it  was  the  unanimous 
opinion,  I  think,  of  all  the  generals  present  that  if  this  river  could  be 
crossed  it  ought  to  be  crossed,  no  matter  what  might  happen  after- 
wards. The  point  of  crossing  was  not  then  definitely  determined 
upon;  but  I  thought  at  the  time  that  we  were  to  cross  several  miles 
further  down. 

Afterwards  General  Burnside  called  us  together  again,  and  informed 
us  that  he  had  determined  to  cross  at  the  two  points  at  which  we 
finally  did  cross.  I  had  no  objection  to  that,  but  thought  they  were 
as  good  as  the  point  further  down.  I  knew  nothing  at  all,  in  fact, 
about  the  defences  on  the  other  side;  it  was  not  my  business  to  know 
anything  about  them.  I  think  the  arrangements  for  the  crossing  were 
all  well  made.  At  the  same  time,  I  always  doubted  our  power  to 
cross;  and  I  do  not  believe  we  could  have  crossed  had  the  enemy 
chosen  to  prevent  it.  And  I  know,  from  what  I  have  since  seen  and 
what  I  before  suspected,  that  they  could  have  prevented  our  crossing 
at  those  two  points  if  they  had  chosen. 

However,  as  the  committee  know,  the  crossing  was  successfully 
made  under  cover  of  a  fog,  and,  as  far  as  my  wing  was  concerned,  we 
got  into  position  safely,  with  the  loss  of  a  very  few  men.  Still  we 
were  in  such  a  position  that  if  the  enemy  had  at  any  moment  opened 
upon  us  with  the  guns  they  had  bearing  upon  us,  I  think  that  in  the 
course  of  an  hour  our  men  would  have  been  so  scattered  that  it  would 
have  been  impossible  to  rally  them.  For  some  unaccountable  reason 
they  did  not  open  their  batteries. 

On  the  morning  of  the  13th  instant  I  made  the  attack  according  to 
the  order  of  General  Burnside.     I  put  in  all  the  troops  that  I  thought 
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it  proper  and  prudent  to  put  in.  I  fought  the  whole  strength  of  my 
command  as  far  as  I  could,  and  at  the  same  time  keep  my  connexion 
with  the  river  open.  The  reason  that  we  failed  was,  that  we  had  not 
troops  enough  to  carry  the  points  where  the  attack  was  made  under 
the  orders  that  were  given.  After  we  were  pressed  back,  I  directed 
that  a  position  should  be  held  as  far  in  advance  as  it  was  possible  to 
hold  it,  and  1  brought  up  all  the  troops  I  had  in  reserve  to  hold  that 
position.  I  held  that  position  until  I  was  ordered  to  recross  the  river. 
And  from  what  I  knew  of  our  want  of  success  on  the  right,  and  the 
demoralized  condition  of  the  troops  on  the  right  and  centre,  as  repre- 
sented to  me  by  their  commanders,  I  confess  that  I  believe  the  order 
to  recross  was  a  very  proper  one.  We  recrossed  on  the  night  of  the 
15th,  without  the  loss  of  a  man,  and  with  no  trouble  at  all  at  our 
wing. 

By  Mr.  GoocH : 

Question.  Had  the  pontoons  been  here  at  the  time  of  the  arrival  of 
the  arm3%  what  would  probably  have  been  the  result? 

Answer.  The  probable  result  would  have  been  that  the  army — as 
much  of  it  as  General  Burnside  supposed  necessary — would  have  im- 
mediately crossed  the  river,  driving  away  the  enemy  here,  perhaps 
500  or  1,000  men;  and  they  would  have  occupied  those  very  heights 
which  we  have  since  been  obliged  to  attack;  and  that  crossing  would 
have  been  permanent  and  successful. 

Question.  Do  you  know  on  whom  rests  the  responsibility  of  the 
delay  in  the  arrival  of  the  pontoons  ? 

Answer.   I  do  not,  officially. 

Question.  What,  in  your  opinion,  is  the  number  of  your  killed, 
wounded,  and  missing? 

Answer.   I  think  it  will  amount  to  about  ten  thousand  altogether. 

Question.   Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  loss  of  the  enemy? 

Answer.  I  have  not,  except  what  I  saw  incidentally  in  a  Richmond 
paper. 

Question.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  concurred  in  the 
movement  to  cross  the  river  ? 

Answer.  It  was  not  my  opinion  that  we  could  cross  at  any  of  the 
points  indicated. 

Question  Will  you  state  whether  or  not  it  is  your  opinion  that  if 
the  movement  of  the  army  from  Warrenton  had  been  delayed  until 
the  time  the  pontoons  arrived  here  the  army  could  have  then  coipe 
here,  and  with  those  pontoons  have  made  a  crossing  here  and  oc- 
cupied the  heights  before  the  enemy  could  have  reached  here  in 
sufficient  force  to  have  prevented  it  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir;  that  is  my  opinion. 

Question.  Then  it  is  your  opinion  that  if  it  had  been  ascertained 

that  the  pontoons  could  not  possibly  be  here  at  the  time  General 

]      Bamside  expected  them  to  be  here,  he  should  have  been  notified  of 

;      the   time  when   they  could  be   here,   so  that  he  might  make  the 

movements  of  his  army  correspond  with  the  time  when  the  pontoons 

could  be  here  ? 

Eep.  Com.  71 2 
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Answer.  That  is  my  opinion. 

Question.  What  is  the  condition  of  the  army  now  as  to  its  effi- 
ciency? Is  its  efficiency  impaired  other  than  by  the  loss  of  so  many 
men,  or  is  it  demoralized  by  the  recent  disasters  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is  not  demoralized  at  all — that  is,  so  far  as  my  . 
own  wing  is  concerned,  1  know  it  is  not. 

Question.  After  the  crossing  had  been  made,  was  it  possible,  in 
your  opinion,  for  our  troops  to  h^ve  carried  the  heights,  or  to  have 
held  our  position  upon  the  other  side  so  as  to  have  derived  any  ad- 
vantage from  it? 

Answer.  It  is  my  opinion  that  if,  instead  of  making  two  real  attacks, 
our  whole  force  had  been  concentrated  on  our  left — that  is,  our  avail- 
able force — and  the  real  attack  had  been  made  there,  and  merely  a 
feint  made  upon  the  right,  we  might  have  carried  the  height.^.  I 
think  we  could  have  carried  them.  Whether  the  army  would  have 
achieved  a  success  by  that  I  cannot  say.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that 
the  mere  carrying  of  the  heights  would  have  secured  our  success.  I 
do  not  know  what  was  behind  them,  or  how  much  of  a  force  the 
enemy  had  there.  I  know  that  wherever  we  appeared  we  found  a 
great  many  more  men  than  we  had.  I  would  like  to  impress  as  firmly 
upon  the  committee  as  firmly  as  it  is  impressed  upon  my  mind  the 
fact  that  this  whole  disaster  has  resulted  from  the  delay  in  the  arrival 
of  the  pontoon  bridges.  Whoever  is  responsible  for  that  delay  is 
responsible  for  all  the  disasters  which  have  followed.  We  were 
utterly  astonished  when  we  came  down  here  to  find  that  Sumner  had 
been  here  for  some  days,  and  bad  not  received  the  pontoon  bridges. 
I  think  that  is  the  main  cause  for  this  disaster. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  the  expectation  was  as  to  the  pon- 
toons being  here  on  the  arrival  of  the  first  army  corps  that  should 
get  here  ?     Was  it  expected  that  the  pontoons  would  be  here  ? 

Answer.    Certainly  it  was  expected  that  they  would  be  here. 

Question.  What  was  that  corps  to  have  done  if  the  pontoons  had 
been  here  ? 

Answer.  That  corps  was  to  have  crossed  at  once  and  taken  pos- 
session of  the  heights.  If  the  pontoons  had  been  here  there  would 
have  been  very  little  difficulty  in  doing  that* 

December  19,  1862. 

Brigadier  General  D.  P.  Woodbury  sworn  and  examined. 
By  Mr.  Gooch: 

Question.  What  is  your  rank  and  position  in  the  army? 

Answer.  I  am  brigadier  general,  and  have  charge  of  the  engineer 
brigade,  consisting  of  the  15th  and  50th  regiments  of  New  York  vol- 
unteers. 

Question.  Had  you  any  connexion  with  the  forwarding  of  the  pon- 
toons to  be  used  in  crossing  the  river  from  Falmouth  to  Fredericks- 
burg ?  If  so,  state  all  the  knowledge  you  have  on  that  subject,  what 
orders  you  received,  what  you  did,  and  any  conversations  you  had,  if 
any,  with  General  Halleck,  Burnside,or  any  other  officer  your  superior. 
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Answer.  On  the  morning  of  November  13  I  received  the  following 
telegram  from  General  Halleck : 

'*  Warrenton,  Novemher  12 — l.lOp.  m. 

**CaIl  upon  the  chief  quartermaster,  Colonel  Ruckor,  to  transport 
all  your  pontoons  and  bridge  materials  to  Aquia  creek.  Colonel 
Belger  has  been  ordered  to  charter  and  send  one  hundred  barges  to 
Alexandria. 

**H.  W.  HALLECK, 

**  GeTveral'in- Chief. 
''Brigadier  General  Woodbury, 

'''Engineer  Brigade^  i^th  and  F streets^  Washington.^ ^ 

At  that  time  there  were  only  twelve  serviceable  pontoons  in  Wash- 
ington, all  the  others  being  in  bridges  at  Harper's  Ferry  and  Berlin, 
about  six  miles  below  Harper's  Perry. 

I  immediately  ordered  Major  Spaulding,  50th  New  York,  detached 
from  my  command,  and  in  charge  of  the  bridges  above  referred  to, 
*'to  take  up  all  the  bridges  and  return  all  the  pontoon  property  im- 
mediately to  the  Eastern  Branch." 

Major  Spaulding  himself  arrived  in  Washington  on  the  night  of  the 
13th,  in  pursuance  of  another  order,  as  will  appear  below. 

On  the  14th  I  received  the  two  following  telegrams  from  General 
Bornside,  through  Lieutenant  Comstock,  chief  engineer: 

"Warrenton,  Va.,  November  14,  1862. 

"On  November  6  Captain  Spaulding  was  directed  to  move  bridge 
material  from  Berlin  to  Washington,  and  mount  at  once  one  complete 
bridge  train  in  Washington.  Is  that  train  ready  to  move,  with  horses 
and  everything  needed  supplied?  If  not,  how  long  before  it  will  be 
ready  7 

"  C.  B.  COMSTOCK, 

* '  Lieutenant  of  Engineers. ' ' 

"Headquarters  Army  op  the  Potomac, 

'' November  U,  1862. 

*'  In  addition  to  the  bridge  train  which  Captain  Spaulding  has  been 
previously  directed  to  fit  out  in  Washington,  General  Burnside  desires 
to  have  one  more  complete  train  mounted  and  horsed  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, and,  with  the  other,  sent  with  a  company,  at  least,  and  Captain 
Spaulding  in  command,  by  land,  to  Fredericksburg,  Va.  *  *  *  * 
*' Please  advise  me  how  long  before  they  will  be  ready,  and  on 
starting  advise  me  of  that. 

'*C.  B.  COMSTOCK, 

•  *  Lieutenant  of  Engineers, ' ' 
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To  these  telegrams  I  returned  the  following  answer: 

**  Washington,  November  14,  18G2. 
**I  have  received  your  two  telegrams  to-day. 
**  Captain  Spaulding  has  arrived,  and  36  pontoons  have  arrived. 
Forty  men  are  expected  in  the  morning.  Captain  Spaulding  received 
Captain  Duane's  order  of  the  6th  on  the  afternoon  of  the  12th.  One 
pontoon  train  can  be  got  ready  to  start  Sunday  or  Monday  morning, 
(November  16  or  17,)  depending  somewhat  upon  the  quartermaster's 
department.  General  Halleck  is  not  inclined  to  send  another  train 
by  land,  but  will  allow  it,  probably,  if  General  Burnside  insists.  A 
second  train  can  be  sent  by  water  to  Aquia  creek,  and  from  thence 
transported  by  the  teams  which  carry  the  first. 

'*D.  P.  WOODBURY, 

^^  Brigadier  General.^ ^ 

I  received  no  further  orders  from  General  Burnside. 

To  fit  out  this  train  Major  Spaulding  had  to  draw  from  the  quarter- 
master's department  270  fresh,  untried  horses,  some  of  which  had 
never  been  in  harness;  to  put  together  270  harnesses,  taken  in  sepa- 
rate pieces  from  boxes;  to  fit  these  harnesses  to  the  horses;  to  shoe 
the  horses,  and  to  look  up  teamsters,  who  could  not  be  obtained  in 
Washington,  but  were  procured,  with  diflSculty,  in  Alexandria. 

With  four  companies  of  men  he  worked  day  and  night,  but  was  not 
able  to  leave  Washington  before  2  o'clock  on  the  morning  of  the  19th 
instant.  Finding  the  roads  almost  impassable,  he  sent  for  a  steam- 
tug  and  sent  all  his  pontoons  by  water  from  the  Occoquarf.  With 
his  empty  pontoon  wagons  he  arrived  at  Belle  Plain,  10  miles  from 
Fredericksburg,  on  the  24th. 

With  his  train,  complete,  he  arrived  at  the  headquarters  of  the  army, 
2^  miles  from  Fredericksburg,  on  the  25th,  one  day  after  a  train  had 
come  by  water. 

The  order  from  General  Halleck  given  above,  and  his  verbal  orders 
to  me  on  the  14th,  all  looked  to  the  transport  of  bridge  material  to 
Aquia  creek  by  water,  that  place  being  then  in  possession  of  the 
enemy. 

On  the  15th  I  sent  down  three  companies  to  build  some  temporary 
wharves.  There  were  no  pontoons  to  send  with  them,  but  some  ar- 
rived towards  night  of  that  day.  On  the  16th  eight  companies 
started  with  forty-eight  pontoons,  which  arrived  at  Belle  Plain  on  the 
afternoon  of  the  18th,  the  transport  having  been  aground  twenty-four 
hours.  On  the  19th,  fearing  that  the  land  train  would  not  arrive  in 
time,  I  had  thirty  pontoon  wagons  shipped  for  Belle  Plain.  These 
were  delayed  by  rough  weather,  and  did  not  arrive  till  the  22d. 
These  wagons  were  loaded  on  the  night  of  the  22d,  and  a  pontoon 
train  was  taken  to  headquarters,  as  already  stated,  on  the  morning  of 
the  24th.  by  means  of  teams  which  had  come  down  with  the  army. 

The  advance  of  the  army  arrived  at  Falmouth  on  the  17th. 

General  Halleck' s  order  to  me  of  the  13th  made  it  apparent  that 
the  army  was  preparing  to  march  to  Fredericksburg.     As  to  the  time 


CONDUCT   OF   THE   WAR  21 

when  the  movement  would  be  made  I  never  received  any  information. 
Fearing,  however,  that  the  movement  would  be  precipitate,  I  went  to 
General  Halleck's  office  and  urged  him  to  delay  the  movement  some 
five  days,  in  order  that  the  necessary  preparations  might  be  made  to 
insure  its  success.  To  this  he  replied  that  he  would  do  nothing  to  de- 
lay for  an  instant  the  advance  of  the  army  upon  Richmond.  I  rejoined 
that  my  suggestion  was  not  intended  to  cause  delay,  but  rather  to 
prevent  it. 

In  making  this  suggestion  I  had  reference,  not  only  to  the  pontoon 
train,  but  to  the  landings  still  to  be  created  for  the  quartermaster 
and  commissary  departments.  The  quartermaster  department  whs 
very  scantily  supplied  with  the  means  required  for  these  landings — I 
may  say  almost  totally  destitute  of  means. 

With  the  very  short  notice  given  to  me  there  was  only  one  possi- 
ble way  of  supplying  the  army  with  a  pontoon  train  in  time. 

Had  the  emergency  been  made  known  tome  in  any  manner  I  could 
Lave  disregarded  the  forms  of  service — seized  teams,  teamsters,  and 
wagon-masters  for  instant  service  wherever  I  could  find  them.  Then, 
with  good  roads  and  good  weather,  they  might  possibly  have  been 
in  time.  But  I  had  no  warrant  for  such  a  course,  which,  after  all, 
ooald  only  have  been  carried  out  by  the  authority  of  the  general-in- 
chief. 

I  had  a  conversation  with  General  Meigs  on  the  15th,  in  which  much 
was  said  about  the  work  to  be  done  at  Aquia  creek — not  a  word,  so 
far  as  I  can  remember,  about  the  land  pontoon  train. 

The  department  of  which  General  Meigs  is  chief  cannot  be  justly 
blamed  in  this  matter.  My  requisitions  for  horses  and  for  transports 
were  answered  immediately. 

December  20,  1862. 
Major  General  Joseph  Hooker  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  position  do  you  hold  in  the  military  service  ? 

Answer.  I  am  a  major  general  of  volunteers,  and  command  one  of 
what  is  called  the  grand  divisions  of  the  army  of  the  Potomac. 

Question.  You  have  read  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  under  which 
this  committee  is  now  acting.  Will  you  please  go  on  and  state,  in 
your  own  manner,  what  you  consider  necessary  in  order  to  give  us  a 
clear  and  concise  history  of  the  movements  of  the  army  of  the  Potomac 
since  General  Burnside  assumed  the  command  of  it? 

Ajiswer.  I  joined  the  army  at  Warrenton  about  the  10th  of  Novem- 
ber. At  that  time  General  Burnside  was  in  command.  After  I  had 
been  there  a  day  or  two,  during  which  time  there  was  some  talk  of 
tniusferring  the  line  of  operations  from  the  line  of  the  railroad  at 
Warrenton  to  the  line  of  railroad  at  Aquia  creek.  General  Halleck 
and  General  Meigs  visited  General  Burnside,  as  I  was  informed,  to  de- 
termine whether  this  transfer  of  the  line  of  operations  should  be  made. 
As  near  as  I  can  recollect,  that  was  about  the  11th  of  November. 
That  matter  was  discussed  between  those  generals  and  General  Buvu- 
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side,  and  it  was  determiDed  that  that  traasfer  should  be  made.  Some 
one  of  the  party  remarked,  either  General  Halleck  or  General  Meigs, 
I  do  not  recollect  which,  that  they  thought  they  could  have  everything 
ready  on  this  line  in  three  days.  This  was  not  a  private  consultation. 
1  was  present  in  the  room  at  the  time  these  things  were  discussed,  and 
although  my  opinion  in  regard  to  them  was  not  asked  I  heard  the  con- 
versation. They  said  that  they  thought  they  could  have  the  pontoons 
ready,  the  stores  landed,  and  everything  in  readiness  to  advance  in 
three  days.  I  remember  that  I  thought  that  was  marvellous  at  the 
time ;  that  it  was  not  within  the  range  of  human  possibility  to  do 
that.     Soon  after  the  movement  to  the  Rappahannock  commenced. 

I  will  say  here  that  I  brought  up  the  rear  of  the  army  in  marching 
from  Warrenton  to  this  point.  I  mention  this  matter  because  I  think 
it  has  an  important  bearing  upon  some  matters  which  are  to  come 
afterwards.  The  rear  of  this  movement  was  considered  the  post  of 
honor. 

After  being  upon  the  road  for  about  three  days,  I  stopped  one  day, 
with  my  command,  atHartwood.  Prom  that  point  I  addressed  a  letter 
to  General  Burnside,  requesting  that  he  would  permit  me  to  cross  the 
river  with  my  grand  division  at  one  of  the  fords  there,  and  come 
down  on  the  south  side  of  the  Rappahannock.  But,  for  reasons  as- 
signed in  a  communication  from  him,  the  request  was  denied  me.  I 
then  marched  to  this  place. 

In  the  meantime  I  had  received  orders  to  have  my  command  fur- 
nished with  twelve  days'  rations,  forage  for  three  days,  and  the  requi- 
site amount  of  ammunition.  At  Hartwood  I  had  three  days'  provi- 
sions with  me.  On  reaching  this  point  I  found  that  the  divisions 
which  had  preceded  me,  I  presume  in  obedience  to  orders,  had  pro- 
vided themselves  with  the  prescribed  preparations,  rations,  forage, 
&c.,  for  a  forward  movement,  and  nothing  was  left  for  my  division. 
For  three  days  after  reaching  here  I  was  on  less  than  half  rations. 
After  a  few  days,  however,  provisions  began  to  accumulate  here,  and 
after  a  week  or  ten  days  I  was  enabled  to  prepare  for  the  advance,  so 
far  as  related  to  food.  When  I  reached  here,  which  was  on  the  22d 
November,  all  the  pontoons  had  not  arrived,  and  1  was  told  that  the 
reason  for  the  limited  amount  of  supplies  was  the  difficulties  of  land- 
ing and  forwarding;  there  were  not  cars  enough;  there  were  no  facili- 
ties at  Aquia  creek  or  at  Belle  Plain  for  landing  them. 

After  the  pontoons  arrived,  it  became  a  matter  of  importance  to 
determine  where  and  in  what  way  we  should  cro^s  the  Rappahannock. 
The  officers  commanding  the  grand  divisions  were  called  together  to 
discuss  and  determine  that  matter.  One  of  the  first  questions  that 
were  submitted  to  us  was  where  we  should  cross  the  river.  General 
Burnside  proposed  that  a  portion  of  the  command  should  cross  here, 
and  a  portion  should  cross  about  twelve  miles  below  here.  I  objected, 
by  my  vote  in  the  council,  to  crossing  two  columns  so  far  apart,  and 
stated  my  preference  that  the  whole  army  should  cross  at  what  is 
called  the  United  States  or  Richards' s  ford,  about  twelve  miles  above 
here.  But  I  was  overruled,  and  it  was  determined  that  the  crossing 
should  be  here  and  about  twelve  miles  below  here,  and  the  road  was 
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corduroyed  in  the  vicinity  of  the  crossing  about  twelve  miles  below 
here,  in  order  to  facilitate  the  crossing. 

About  this  time  General  Burnside  intimated  that  I  should  take  the 
advance  in  crossing.  I  said  to  him  that  I  should  be  most  happy  to 
do  it;  but  if  my  division  should  hold  the  advance  when  it  was  the  post 
of  danger,  and  cover  the  retreat  when  that  was  the  post  of  danger,  I 
would  like  to  have  that  place  assigned  me  in  line  of  battle;  and  if  he 
would  give  me  the  right  of  this  army,  I  would  vindicate  my  claim 
to  it. 

It  was  then  that  General  Burnside  changed  the  plan  of  crossing, 
and  he  also  changed  the  place  of  crossing.  He  had  three  bridges 
thrown  across  at  Fredericksburg,  and  two  bridges  about  three  or  four 
miles  below  here  ;  and  it  was  determined  that  Franklin  should  cross 
on  the  lower  bridges,  and  Sumner  should  cross  in  advance  of  me  on 
the  upper  bridges.  My  position,  if  th  iy  succeeded,  was  to  be  to  hold 
my  division  in  hand  to  spring  upon  the  enemy  in  their  retreat. 

About  this  time  a  council  of  war  was  held  to  determine  in  what 
manner  we  should  attack  the  enemy  after  crossing  the  river.  It  was 
determined,  as  I  supposed — for  I  left  the  council  with  that  impres- 
rion — that  we  should  attack  them  without  any  separation  or  division 
of  the  army,  attacking  the  enemy  on  their  right,  below  here.  That 
was  what  I  advocated,  the  keeping  the  army  together,  and  turning 
the  enemy's  right.  I  did  not  approve  the  attempt  to  pierce  so  strong 
a  line  at  two  points,  when  one  would  be  as  much  as  we  would  be 
likely  to  succeed  in.  A  prisoner,  a  German,  had  been  taken  and 
brought  into  this  very  room,  (General  Sumner's  headquarters.)  This 
prisoner  said  he  had  no  objection  to  communicating  everything  that 
he  knew  in  regard  to  the  rebel  forces,  provided  the  rebel  authorities 
were  not  informed  of  it.  He  had  been  impressed  into  their  service, 
and  wanted  to  quit  it.  His  appearance  and  his  story  were  such  as  to 
cany  conviction  to  the  minds  of  every  one  who  heard  him.  He  told 
ns  precisely  of  the  arrangements  for  defence  they  had  made  on  the 
right,  but  in  regard  to  the  left  he  knew  less.  He  said  that  it  was 
impossible  for  us  to  carry  this  position.  He  informed  us  of  the  bat- 
teries they  had,  the  positions  they  had  taken,  and  the  defences  they 
had  thrown  up,  and  said  that  the  rebels  regarded  it  as  an  impossi- 
bility for  them  to  be  driven  from  it.  But  General  Burnside  said  that 
his  favorite  place  of  attack  was  on  the  telegraph  road.  Said  he,  *'That 
has  always  been  my  favorite  place  of  attack."  The  army  was  accord- 
ingly divided  to  make  two  attacks. 

The  night  before  the  attack,  two  of  my  divisions — and  they  were 
my  favorite  divisions,  for  one  was  the  division  which  I  had  educated 
myself,  and  the  other  was  the  one  that  Kearney  had  commanded,  and 
of  those  two  divisions  I  knew  more  than  of  any  others  in  my  com- 
mand— these  two  divisions  were  sent  down  to  support  Franklin. 
They  left  here  under  orders  to  hold  the  bridge  head.  At  10  o'clock 
on  the  day  of  the  battle  I  was  standing  here  on  this  roof  with  Gene- 
ral Burnside,  when  word  was  brought  that  those  two  divisions  had 
been  ordered  forward  with  Franklin.  I  said  to  General  Burnside 
that  when  it  came  to  my  turn  to  act  I  would  have  nothing  to  act 
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with,  and  that  I  did  not  want  General  Franklin  to  fight  my  divisions; 
that  the  next  report  we  heard  would  be  that  those  divisions  were 
under  fire.  He  assured  me  that  they  should  not  cross  the  bridge 
down  there ;  that  they  were  ordered  as  supports  to  Franklin,  to  assist 
in  defending  the  bridges,  and  were  not  to  go  into  battle  with  him. 

Soon  after  I  received  an  order  to  send  another  of  ray  divisions  to 
relieve  General  Howard^ s  division,  in  the  upper  end  of  Fredericks- 
burg. My  other  three  divisions  were  drawn  up  at  the  heads  of  the 
bridges  on  this  side,  ready  to  cross  at  a  moment's  notice.  About  2 
o'clock  on  that  day  I  received  orders  to  send  another  of  my  divisions 
to  support  General  Sturgis,  and  about  the  same  time  I  received  an 
order  from  General  Burnside  to  cross  over  my  other  two  divisions 
and  attack  the  enemy  on  the  telegraph  road — the  same  position  we 
had  been  butting  against  all  day  long.  As  soon  as  I  received  the 
order  my  divisions  commenced  crossing. 

I  rode  forward  to  see  what  I  could  learn  from  the  officers  who  had 
been  engaged  in  the  attack — General  French,  General  Wilcox,  Gene- 
ral Couch,  and  General  Hancock.  Their  opinion,  with  one  excep- 
tion, was,  that  the  attack  should  not  be  made  on  that  point.  After 
conferring  with  them,  I  went  to  examine  the  position  to  ascertain 
whether  or  not  it  could  be  turned.  Discovering  no  weak  point,  and 
seeing  that  many  of  the  troops  that  had  been  already  engaged  in  the 
attack  were  considerably  demoralized,  and  fearing  that  should  the 
enemy  make  an  advance,  even  of  but  a  small  column,  nothing  but 
disaster  would  follow,  I  sent  my  aide-de-camp  to  General  Burnside 
to  say  that  I  advised  him  not  to  attack  at  that  place.  He  returned, 
saying  that  the  attack  must  be  made.  I  had  the  matter  so  much  at 
heart  that  I  put  spurs  to  my  horse  and  rode  over  here  myself,  and 
tried  to  dissuade  General  Burnside  from  making  the  attack.  He  in- 
sisted on  its  being  made. 

I  then  returned  and  brought  up  every  available  battery  in  the  city, 
with  a  view  to  break  away  their  barriers  by  the  use  of  artillery.  I 
proceeded  against  the  barriers  as  I  would  against  a  fortification,  and 
endeavored  to  breach  a  hole  sufficiently  large  for  a  **  forlorn  hope''  to 
enter.  Before  that  the  attack  along  the  line,  it  seemed  to  me,  had 
been  too  general — not  sufficiently  concentrated.  I  had  two  batteries 
posted  on  the  left  of  the  road,  within  400  yards  of  the  position  upon 
which  the  attack  was  to  be  made,  and  I  had  other  parts  of  batteries 
posted  on  the  right  of  the  road,  at  the  distance  of  500  or  600  yards. 
I  had  all  these  batteries  playing  with  great  vigor  until  sunset  upon 
that  point,  but  with  no  apparent  effect  upon  the  rebels  or  upon  their 
works. 

During  the  last  part  of  the  cannonading  I  had  given  directions  to 
General  Humphrey's  division  to  form,  under  the  shelter  which  a  small 
hill  afforded,  in  column  for  assault.  When  the  fire  of  the  artillery 
ceased  I  gave  directions  for  the  enemy's  works  to  be  assaulted. 
General  Humphrey's  men  took  off  their  knapsacks,  overcoats,  and 
haversacks.  They  were  directed  to  make  the  assault  with  empty 
muskets,  for  there  was  no  time  there  to  load  and  fire.  When  the 
word  was  given   the  men  moved  forward  with  great  impetuosity. 
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They  ran  and  hnrrahed^and  I  was  encouraged  by  the  great  good  feel- 
ing that  pervaded  them.  The  head  of  General  Humphrey's  column 
advanced  to  within,  perhaps,  15  or  20  yards  of  the  stone  wall,  which 
was  the  advanced  position  which  the  rebels  held,  and  then  they  were 
thrown  back  as  quickly  as  they  had  advanced.  Probably  the  whole 
of  the  advance  and  the  retiring  did  nut  occupy  15  minutes.  They 
left  behind,  as  was  reported  to  me,  1,760  of  their  number,  out  of 
about  4,000. 

I  may  as  well  state  here  that  Sykes's  division  was  drawn  up  to 
sopport  Humphrey's,  so  that,  in  case  Humphrey's  should  succeed,  I 
could  throw  forward  all  the  force  that  I  had  left — Sykes's  division, 
about  4, 000  men — to  hold  the  position  in  face  of  30, 000  men  who 
were  massed  behind  that  wall.  That  was  why  I  did  not  like  to  make 
the  attack,  because,  even  if  successful,  I  could  not  hold  the  position; 
and  I  assigned  that  as  the  reason  I  did  not  think  it  advisable  to  make 
the  attack. 

It  was  now  just  dark.  Finding  that  I  had  lost  as  many  men  as  my 
orders  required  me  to  lose,  I  suspended  the  attack,  and  directed  that 
the  men  should  hold,  for  the  advance  line  between  Fredericksburg 
and  the  enemy,  a  ditch  that  runs  along  about  midway  between  the 
enemy's  lines  and  the  city,  and  which  would  afford  a  shelter  for 
the  men. 

I  will  say  that,  in  addition  to  the  musketry  fire  that  my  men  were 
exposed  to,  the  crests  of  the  hills  surrounding  Fredericksburg  form 
almost  a  semicircle,  and  these  were  filled  with  artillery,  and  the  focus 
was  the  column  that  moved  up  to  this  assault.  That  focus  was  within 
good  canister  range,  though  I  do  not  think  any  canister  was  thrown 
00  my  men  that  day.  All  these  difficulties  were  apparent,  and  per- 
fectly well  known  to  me,  before  I  went  into  this  assault.  They  were 
known  also  to  other  officers.  General  French  said  to  me  that  the 
whole  army  could  not  take  that  point,  and  I  reported  that  to  General 
Bumside. 

After  establishing  my  picket  line,  I  returned  and  reported  to  Gen- 
eral Bumside  what  I  had  done.  He  was  dissatisfied  with  the  line  I 
bad  taken  for  my  pickets,  and  said  that  they  must  be  established  at 
the  advanced  position  that  we  had  held  during  the  day.  We  had 
had  some  men  lying  down  on  their  bellies,  about  one  hundred  yards 
beyond  this  ditch,  on  the  side  hill  which  we  could  sweep  with  our 
artillery,  and  take  possession  of  at  any  time.  I  immediately  sent 
word  for  my  pickets  to  advance  to  that  place,  and  make  that  the  line 
of  the  pickets,  as  General  Bumside  had  ordered.  General  Bumside 
said  that  if  we  came  back  to  the  ditch  I  have  spoken  of,  it  would  be 
a  falling  back  of  our  army.  I  put  General  Sykes's  division  on  picket 
duty.  That  day,  while  the  men  were  lying  there  on  their  bellies, 
my  loss,  in  General  Sykes's  command,  was  two  hundred  and  four  men, 
and  my  men  were  where  they  could  inflict  little  or  no  injury  on  the 
enemy.  Had  the  enemy  occupied  the  ditch,  there  might  have  been 
a  half  a  dozen  casualties  during  the  day. 

That  night,  after  seeing  General  Burnside,  I  returned  to  Freder- 
icksburg, and  took  command  of  the  forces  there.     I  placed  General 
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Butterfield  in  the  upper  end  of  the  town,  so  that  he  could  defend  it 
in  case  of  an  attack  by  the  enemy.  At  the  south  end  of  the  town  I 
placed  General  Couch.  I  requested  of  General  Bnrnside  that  all  of  the 
troops  over  there,  but  two  divisions,  might  be  withdrawn  to  this  side 
of  the  river,  because,  if  the  enemy  should  throw  a  shell  into  the  city, 
it  could  not  fall  amiss  with  all  those  troops  there.  Many  of  the  troops 
were  in  such  a  condition  that  they  gave  me  no  additional  strength. 
It  has  been  reported  through  rebel  sources  that  great  dissatisfaction 
is  felt  at  our  not  having  him  shelled  while  our  troops  were  in  the  city. 
And  I  have  heard  that  court-martials  are  now  being  held  among  the 
confederates  to  examine  into  that  matter;  and  that  at  one  time  they 
were  actually  heating  shot  in  their  furnaces  to  throw  into  the  city 
while  we  were  there. 

We  remained  there  until  Monday  night  and  Tuesday  morning,  w  hen 
orders  were  issued,  first,  for  General  Sumner's  command  to  be  with- 
drawn; and  afterwards,  between  three  and  four  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, for  my  own  command  to  be  withdrawn. 

I  ought  to  say  here  that  the  morning  after  we  had  made  our.  attack, 
orders  were  issued  for  another  attack  to  be  made  in  the  same  place. 
But  the  oflScers  who  had  already  been  engaged  demurred  to  it,  and 
the  order  was  not  carried  into  execution. 

Question.  Had  you  made  any  impression,  in  the  meantime,  upon 
their  works  ? 

Answer.  Not  the  slightest;  no  more  than  you  could  make  upon  the 
side  of  a  mountain  of  rock.  On  the  day  following  the  attack  another 
council  of  war  was  held,  and  the  question  was  submitted,  how  that 
place  could  be  taken  ?  When  I  think  of  it,  the  council  was  held  on 
Monday,  if  I  am  not  mistaken.  It  was  composed  of  the  generals 
commanding  the  grand  divisions — all  but  General  Franklin,  who  said 
he  could  not  leave  town,  as  he  was  expecting  an  attack — and  some  of 
the  corps  commanders.  The  opinion  of  most  of  the  council  was,  that 
the  place  could  not  be  taken  at  all.  My  own  opinion  was  that,  if  there 
was  any  chance  to  take  the  place,  it  was  by  forming  a  heavy  column 
of  attack  at  night,  when  the  enemy  could  not  see  to  use  their  artil- 
lery. 

By  Mr.  Chandler: 

Question.  What  was  there  to  prevent  flanking  them  on  our  right, 
beyond  their  batteries  ? 

Answer.  Water — a  lake  and  a  mill-race,  which  was  reported  to  me 
to  be  impassable. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  Was  the  strength  of  their  position  such  as  could  be  as- 
certained from  this  side  of  the  river,  before  making  the  attack  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  We  had  precise  information  of  their  position 
from  the  well-informed  German  prisoner  I  have  before  spoken  of,  who 
told  us  where  their  batteries  were,  of  the  ditches  and  the  stone  wall; 
and  the  officers  who  made  the  attack  in  the  forepart  of  the  day  told 
me  the  same  thing  before  I  made  my  attack;  and  the  troops  massed 
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behind  had  been  seen  from  the  balloon.  But  if  I  was  ordered  to 
make  the  attack,  I  was  perfectly  willing  to  make  it;  for  it  made  no 
difference  what  became  of  me.  I  made  the  attack,  and  such  an  at- 
tack as  I  believe  has  never  before  been  made  in  this  war. 

Question.   What  is  the  length  of  that  stone  wall  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  it  was  some  500  or  600  yards;  and  rifle- 
pits  were  continued  all  along,  amounting  to  almost  the  same  thing. 
This  wall  appears  to  be  not  simply  a  plain  stone  wall,  but  a  support 
wall.  Behind  the  wall  were  rifle-pits,  and  there  was  earth  between 
the  rifle-pits  and  the  wall.  To  batter  down  that  wall  was  like  bat- 
tering the  masonry  of  a  fortification.  I  thought  at  first  that  I  could 
knock  the  wall  to  pieces,  and  drive  the  rebels  from  behind  it.  My 
batteries  were  served  as  gallantly  as  batteries  could  be  served.  They 
fired  just  as  well  as  batteries  could  be  fired.  But  their  fire  made  no 
impression  at  all.  I  do  not  think  one  rebel  ran  from  behind  the  wall, 
or  from  the  rifle-pits.  All  I  wanted  to  do  was  to  make  one  hole 
through  the  wall,  and  I  brought  to  bear  all  I  could  to  do  that. 

Question.  What  prevented  crossing  the  whole  force  at  the  upper 
fords,  some  twelve  miles  from  here^-crossing  the  river  there,  and 
getting  into  the  enemy's  rear? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  anything  prevented  it,  except  that 
whenever  a  move  of  that  sort  should  be  attempted,  the  enemy  would 
know  of  it  as  soon  as  we  commenced  it,  and  the  fords  there  are  of  such 
a  character  that  a  few  hours'  work  with  so  many  men  as  they  have 
would  make  those  places  very  formidable.  But  I  think  that  that 
would  have  been  a  much  better  move  than  either  of  the  others  were. 

I  have  not  seen  the  works  down  below  here.     But  it   has  always 

been  my  impression  that  Franklin,  who  was  down  there  with 

men,  his  own  grand  division,  and of  mine,  could  have  swept 

everything  before  him.  He  represented  the  position  down  there  as 
very  formidable.     But  I  have  no  idea,  although  I  have  never  seen  it, 

but  that men  could  have  carried  everything  down  there.     I 

do  not  know  the  fact,  but  I  have  understood  that  a  large  portion  of 
Franklin's  force  was  not  engaged  at  all. 

Question.  After  the  fight,  what  prevented  the  enemy  crowding  you 
into  the  river,  if  they  had  made  an  attack  ? 

Answer.  All  that  I  had  there  to  prevent  it  was  this  one  division  of 
4,000  men  that  had  not  been  engaged,  and  another  division  of  mine 
in  the  upper  end  of  the  town  that  had  been  sent  there  to  relieve 
General  Howard's  division.  I  had  full  confidence  in  those  two  divis- 
ions, because  they  had  not  been  engaged. 

Question.  What  was  the  number,  all  together,  of  our  forces  that 
were  engaged  ? 

Answer.   I  should  think  there  must  have  been  between and 

men  under  fire. 

Question.  What  was  the  number  of  the  whole  army  that  we  had 
across  the  river? 

Answer.    Franklin  had  nearly men.     I  should  think  that  we 

most  have  had  altogether  over  the  river  well  on  to men. 
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QuestioD,  What  is  your  estimate  of  the  rebel  forces  over  there  ? 

Answer.  I  think  they  had  about  80,000  men.  The  German  pris- 
oner said  that  they  claimed  to  have  a  hundred  thousand  men.  Once 
in' that  position  they  are  a  great  deal  stronger  to  resist  than  we  are 
to  attack.  In  an  open  field,  in  my  opinion,  they  would  not  be  a  match 
for  us  if  our  army  was  in  good  condition. 

Question.  How  did  the  men  behave  during  the  attack? 

Answer.  They  behaved  well.  There  never  was  anything  more 
glorious  than  the  behavior  of  the  men.  No  campaign  in  the  world 
ever  saw  a  more  gallant  advance  than  Humphrey's  men  made  there. 
But  they  were  put  to  do  a  work  that  no  men  could  do. 

Question.  What  do  you  know  about  the  delay  in  making  the  attack 
after  the  army  arrived  heie? 

Answer.  There  was  a  delay  in  the  arrival  of  the  pontoons;  and 
there  was  also  a  delay  in  getting  the  provisions  up  here. 

Question.  Do  you  know  at  what  time  the  pontoons  were  expected 
to  be  here  ? 

Answer.  As  1  have  before  stated,  I  heard  Qeneral  Meigs,  or 
General  Halleck,  assure  General  Burnside  that  they  would  be  here  in 
three  days. 

Question.  Would  that  have  been  as  soon  as  the  army  could  have 
arrived  here  ? 

Answer.  That  would  have  been  just  as  soon  as  the  army  could 
march  here.  They  got  ready  fully  as  soon  as  I  thought  they  could. 
When  we  had  possession  here  before,  the  government  built  a  valuable 
wharf  which  would  have  answered  every  purpose  to  land  stores  for  an 
army  of  100,000  or  200,000  men.  But  when  the  army  left  here  that 
wharf  was  burned,  although  the  enemy  had  no  vessels  on  the  river, 
and  the  wharf  could  not  have  been  used  by  them.  I  knew  at  War- 
reuton  that  a  transfer  of  the  line  of  operations  of  this  army  could  not 
be  made  in  three  days,  or  in  three  times  three  days.  There  were 
wharves  to  be  built  before  the  stores  could  be  landed,  for  even  if  the 
stores  were  brought  here  they  could  not  be  landed  until  the  wharf 
was  built,  except  it  was  done  by  lighters.  Then  there  were  bridges 
to  be  built.  I  think  it  must  have  been  ten  days  after,  I  got  here 
before  the  bridge  over  Potomac  creek  was  built. 

Question.  Had  this  wharf  been  burned  when  the  conversation 
between  General  Halleck  and  General  Burnside  took  place  ? 

Answer.  It  was  burned  long  before  that. 

By  Mr.  Gooch: 

Question.  From  the  conversation  to  which  you  have  referred,  who 
did  you  understand  was  responsible  for  having  the  pontoons  and  the 
other  necessary  supplies  for  the  army  sent  here  ? 

Answer.  I  supposed  that  was  the  quartermaster's  business. 

Question.  As  the  matter  was  left  at  the  time  of  the  conversation, 
did  you  understand  that  the  responsibility  of  having  the  pontoons 
and  supplies  here  rested  upon  General  Burnside,  or  upon  General 
Halleck  and  General  Meigs? 

Answer.  I  think  it  necessarily  rested  upon  General  Halleck  and 


CONDUCT   OP   THE   WAR.  29 

General  Meigs,  because  it  was  beyond  the  control  of  General  Burnside, 
who  was  not  where  he  could  control  it. 

Question.  Then,  as  I  understand  you.  General  Burnside,  from  that 
interview,  had  a  right  to  expect  the  pontoons  and  supplies  here  as 
soon  as  he  could  reach  here  himself? 

Answer.  That  impression  was  left  on  my  mind. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  If  they  had  been  here,  what  would  have  been  the  result  ? 

Answer.  When  Sumner's  advance  column  reached  here  there  were 
only  some  500  of  the  rebels  in  Fredericksburg.  I  do  not  know  why 
they  did  not  take  possession  of  Fredericksburg.  But  the  feeling 
seemed  to  be  that  they  could  take  possession  of  Fredericksburg  at 
anytime;  only  a  few  days  before  Lieutenant  Dahlgren,  of  the  cav- 
alry, with  fifty-five  men,  crossed  the  river  and  took  possession  of  the 
town.  When  I  was  at  Hartwood  I  heard  that  there  was  going  to  be 
a  delay  of  three  or  four  days  in  getting  the  pontoons  here,  and  that 
was  one  reason  why  I  asked  permission  of  General  Burnside  to  cross 
at  the  ford  there,  and  come  down  on  the  other  side  of  the  river. 
When  we  got  here  we  should  have  been  in  condition  to  march  right 
forward  without  stopping  a  day  anywhere.  But  the  same  mistake 
was  made  here  that  has  been  made  all  along  through  this  war.  I 
think  it  would  have  been  better  to  have  held  the  line  where  we  were, 
bj  retaining  a  suflScient  force  there  to  threaten  the  enemy  and  keep 
them  up  to  their  works  at  Culpeper  and  Gordonsville.  But  instead 
of  that,  we  withdrew  every  man,  and  even  burned  the  bridges,  thus 
exposing  our  plan  to  the  enemy  the  very  moment  we  did  so.  If  Gen- 
eral Sumner's  corps  had  come  down  here  and  left  me  up  there  threat- 
ening to  advance  on  that  line,  or  had  them  to  believe  that  we  were 
going  to  advance  on  both  lines,  it  would  have  been  better.  But  the 
enemy  saw  at  once  what  we  were  at,  and  came  right  down  here,  and 
they  were  nearer  here  than  we  were;  and  this  country  is  such  that 
wherever  you  give  them  two  or  three  weeks  to  fortify,  100,000  men 
can  make  any  place  impregnable  to  any  other  100,000  men. 

By  Mr.  Gooch: 

Question.  What  was  the  strength  of  your  command  at  Hartwood  ? 

Answer.  It  was men. 

Question.  Would  there  have  been  any  difficulty  as  to  supplies  in 
your  moving  down  the  other  side  of  the  river,  as  you  proposed? 

Answer.  I  had  three  days'  rations  then;  I  was  preparing  to  march 
down  through  Caroline  county,  where  the  people  had  just  gathered 
their  crops,  and  I  could  have  got  plenty  of  forage  and  provisions 
enough  for  a  week  or  a  fortnight.  At  the  time  of  the  conversation 
between  General  Halleck,  General  Meigs,  and  General  Burnside,  there 
was  some  talk  of  forwarding  some  supplies  up  the  Rappahannock.  I 
said  that  at  Bowling  Green  I  could  draw  my  supplies  from  Port  Royal 
as  easily  as  I  could  get  them  when  I  was  at  Hartwood.  I  knew  that 
1  could  take  a  position  with  40,000  men  that  the  whole  rebel  army 
could  not  move  me  from. 
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Question.  Would  that  movement  have  been  a  safe  one  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  this  army  had  not  the  means  of  crossing  here? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  because  1  could  take  the  heights  there  with  my 
command,  and  put  them  in  a  condition  of  defence.  If  I  had  gone 
there  not  a  man  of  the  enemy  would  have  come  to  Fredericksburg, 
but  they  would  have  gone  to  some  other  river  and  fortified  there,  if 
we  had  given  them  time,  as  eflfectually  as  they  have  here.  I  regard 
the  rebel  position  on  the  Rappahannock  as  a  strong  one;  1  mean  the 
one  they  retired  to  from  Manassas.  They  had  the  advantage  of  two 
railroads— one  to  bring  their  supplies  to  them  from  the  west,  and  the 
railroad  from  Richmond  to  bring  their  troops  up  from  there.  It  is 
the  strongest  position  they  had  in  Virginia,  The  advantctges  of  this 
position,  to  hold  against  a  force  seeking  to  cross  the  river  and  attack 
it,  are  such  as  I  have  never  before  seen. 

Question.  How  far  apart  are  the  bridges  at  the  two  points  where 
our  army  crossed  here  ? 

Answer.  About  four  miles. 

Question.  You  speak  of  the  telegraph  road;  will  you  state  more 
definitely  what  that  road  is? 

Answer.  The  telegraph  road  leaves  Fredericksburg  from  Hanover 
street,  and  runs  through  a  depression  in  the  hills  in  the  direction  of 
Howling  Green. 

Question.  How  do  you  explain  the  fact  that  the  enemy  did  not 
shell  the  city  when  our  troops  were  crossed  there  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  explain  it.  It  is  inexplicable  to  me  that  they 
did  not  do  so.  As  I  have  before  stated,  it  is  reported  under  flag  of 
truce  that  they  had  at  one  time  shot  heating  with  which  to  fire  the 
city,  and  that  would  have  made  a  terrible  time  of  it. 

Question.  Was  our  recrossing  made  unbeknown  to  the  enemy  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  here;  how  it  was  down  below  I  cannot  say. 
It  was  late  when  I  got  the  order  to  withdraw  my  command — between 
three  and  four  o'clock  in  the  morning — and  it  was  between  eight  and 
nine  o'clock  when  the  last  of  the  troops  were  withdrawn.  The  enemy 
did  not  seem  to  realize  but  that  there  were  troops  in  the  houses.  I 
withdrew  my  exterior  line  of  pickets  last  of  all,  and  they  were  not 
followed  by  the  enemy. 

Question.  Had  they  discovered  that  our  troops  were  to  be  recrossed, 
what  could  they  have  done  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  we  should  have  suffered  much  from  their 
artillery  fire  on  such  a  night  as  that  was,  as  it  would  have  been  but 
random  firing. 
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Monday,  December  22,  1862. 
Major  General  Henry  W.  Halleck  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Quest  ion.  By  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  we  are  instructed  to  in- 
quire into  the  recent  assault  on  Fredericksburg,  and  the  reasons  for 
the  delay  in  attacking  the  enemy's  works.  There  seems  to  be  a  mis- 
UDderstanding  as  to  whose  duty  it  was  to  furnish  the  pontoon  boats. 
It  appeared  to  be  material  that  they  should  have  been  there  at  the 
same  time  that  the  army  got  there.  The  army  got  there  first,  and 
the  pontoons  did  not  get  there  till  some  time  afterwards,  through 
mistake  or  delay.  That  is  a  matter  of  inquiry.  State,  in  your  own 
iray,  anything  you  think  material  which  will  throw  light  upon  the 
subject  of  our  inquiry,  and  especially  as  to  the  delay. 

Answer.  I  will  state  that  all  the  troops  in  Washington  and  its  vi- 
rinity  were  under  the  command  of  General  McClellan  when  he  was 
relieved,  and  he  issued  his  orders  directly  to  the  commanding  officer 
of  Washington,  with  one  single  restriction,  that  no  troops  should 
be  moved  from  the  command  of  Washington  until  I  was  notified  by 
General  McClellan  or  the  commanding  officer  here.  In  all  other  re- 
spects they  were  all  under  his  direction.  General  Burnside,  when 
he  relieved  him,  was  told  that  they  remained  precisely  the  same  as 
before.  On  my  visit  to  General  Burnside  at  Warrenton,  on  the  12th 
of  November,  in  speaking  about  the  boats  and  things  that  he  required 
from  here,  I  repeated  to  him  that  they  were  all  subject  to  his  orders, 
with  that  single  exception.  To  prevent  the  necessity  of  the  com- 
manding officer  here  reporting  the  order  for  the  boats  here,  the  order 
was  drawn  up  upon  his  table  and  signed  by  me  directly  to  General 
Woodbury,  on  the  evening  of  the  12th,  I  think,  the  evening  that  I 
was  there.  I  saw  Gteneral  Woodbury  on  my  return,  and  he  told  me 
he  had  received  the  order.  I  told  him  that  in  all  these  matters  he 
was  under  General  Burnside' s  direction  ;  I  had  nothing  further  to 
give  him,  except  to  communicate  that  order  to  him.  In  conversation 
with  him  and  General  Meigs,  it  was  proposed  that  the  train  of  pon* 
toons  should  go  down  by  land,  as  they  could  be  gotten  down  sooner 
in  that  way,  without  interfering  with  the  supplies  which  had  to  be 
sent  to  Aquia  creek.  I  gave  no  other  order  or  direction  in  relation 
to  the  matter  than  that.  All  other  matters  were  under  General 
Burnside' s  direction.  He  also  informed  me  while  at  Warrenton,  that 
Captain  Duane,  chief  of  the  engineers,  had  already  sent  an  order  to 
Harper's  Ferry  for  the  pontoon  train  there  to  go  down.  The  order 
had  been  issued.  They  being  under  General  Burnside' s  immediate 
and  direct  command,  I  did  not  interfere  at  all  in  relation  to  them. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  delay  in  starting 
them,  or  in  their  progress  there? 

Answer.  I  heard  that  there  was  a  delay  from  the  steamers  getting 
aground  with  the  pontoons,  and  there  was  a  delay,  as  I  understood, 
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in  the  train  going  down  by  land,  on  acconnt  of  the  difficulty  of  the 
roads  and  the  inexperience,  perhaps,  of  the  officer  in  command,  and 
it  had  to  be  taken  by  water  part  of  the  way  ;  it  could  not  get  through 
by  land.  I  considered,  from  the  reports  I  received,  that  these  delays 
resulted  mainly  from  accident  and  the  elements,  that  no  man  had  any 
control  over.  General  Burnside  telegraphed  to  me  in  relation  to 
General  Woodbury,  thinking  that  he  had  not  used  due  diligence,  but 
•  afterwards  told  me  he  was  perfectly  satisfied  with  what  General 
Woodbury  had  done,  and  that  he  did  not  know  but  that  the  com- 
manding officer  of  the  train  that  went  down  had  done  his  duty  also  ; 
that  he  was  disposed  to  make  no  further  investigation  of  that  mattor; 
that  he  was  pretty  well  satisfied. 

Question.  Was  there  any  request  for  you  to  delay  the  advance  of 
the  men  until  the  boats  arrived,  or  anything  of  that  kind  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  remember  this,  that  General  Woodbury,  in 
conversation  with  me,  said  that  General  Burnside  could  not  get  down 
for  several  days  after  I  told  him,  and  that  he  could  not  land  the  boats 
until  General  Burnside  arrived.  I  think  I  remarked  to  him  that  I 
did  not  know  exactly  the  day  when  General  Burnside  would  move; 
that  I  could  not  tell  him,  as  the  general  did  not  know  himself.  While 
I  was  at  Warrenton  he  proposed  this  movement,  and  he  was  directed 
to  make  all  preparations  for  it,  but  not  to  begin  it  until  the  President 
was  consulted.  I  returned  on  the  afternoon  of  the  13th,  and,  I 
think,  on  the  morning  of  the  14th  I  had  an  interview  with  the  Pres- 
ident, in  which  he  consented  to  General  Burnside' s  plans,  and  I 
immediately  telegraphed  to  him  to  go  ahead  as  he  had  proposed.  I 
understood  that  there  was  considerable  delay  in  getting  the  boats 
from  Aquia  down  to  the  Rappahannock  river  on  account  of  the  bad 
roads,  difficulty  of  transportation,  &c.,  but  no  other  delay  than  that 
which  would  naturally  occur  over  a  rough  country  like  that,  and  ac- 
cidental delay  in  laying  the  bridges  was  reported  to  me  from  the 
inexperience  of  the  pontoniers  who  laid  the  upper  bridges;  there 
was  considerable  delay  in  that.  We  could  not  commence  the  repair 
of  the  railroad  until  General  Burnside  took  possession  of  it,  as  it  was 
all  in  the  possession  of  the  enemy.  That  was  understood  between  ^ 
him  and  General  Haupt  in  my  presence.  General  Haupt  went  out  < 
with  me  to  make  the  arrangement  for  repairing  the  roads  as  early  as  < 
possible.  1  remember  the  conversation;  he  could  not  land  anything, 
but  would  have  everything  down  ready  as  soon  as  he  could,  and 
when  he  found  General  Burnside  was  in  possession  he  would  com- 
mence. 

By  Mr.  Gooch: 

Question.  When  you  were  at  Warrenton,  General  Burnside  had  just 
assumed  the  command  of  the  army  of  the  Potomac  ? 

Answer.  Five  days  before,  I  think. 

Question.  Was  there,  or  not,  any  agreement  or  understanding  be- 
tween you  and  General  Burnside  when  you  were  at  Warrenton  that 
the  pontoons  and  army  stores,  or  either  of  them,  should  be  furnished 
to  him  by  the  authorities  here  without  his  looking  after  them  himself? 
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'    Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  I  will  say  army  stores  necessary  for  him  to  cross  the 
river  and  move  forward  from  Fredericksburg. 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  requested  General  Meigs,  as  chief  quarter- 
master, and  General  Haupt,  in  charge  of  the  railroads,  to  go  with 
me  to  consult  with  General  Burnside,  and  told  him  that  everything 
was  at  his  disposition;  he  must  make  his  own  requisitions  and  give 
his  own  orders;  that  I  would  not  interfere  except  to  assist  in  carry- 
ing his  views  out  as  much  as  I  could;  whenever  anything  was  reported 
to  me  as  not  being  done,  that  I  would  render  all  the  assistance  in  my 
power,  and  just  previous  to  that  time,  with  reference  to  a  requisition 
which  he  had  sent  me,  I  told  him  not  to  send  me  any  requisitions, 
but  to  make  them  on  the  proper  heads  of  departments,  and  if  they 
did  not  do  their  duty,  then  immediately  report  it  to  me,  but  that  I 
ooold  not  attend  to  any  requisitions  at  all. 

Qae6ti(»i.  When  you  were  there  was  the  time  considered  that  it 
woald  t^ke  to  move  the  army  from  where  it  was  to  Falmouth,  oppo- 
dte  Fredericksburg  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  for  it  was  not  determined  at  that  time  that  the 
movement  should  be  made. 

Question.  Was  it  not  determined  that  it  should  be  made  provided  . 
^e  President  assented  to  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  and  he  was  immediately  to  commence  his  pre- 
parations as  though  it  had  been  assented  to  until  telegraphed  to  the 
contrary,  but  not  to  make  any  movement. 

Qaestion.  Was,  or  was  not,  the  time  requisite  for  the  movement  of 
the  army  from  where  it  was  to  Falmouth  considered  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  It  may  have  been  spoken  of  in  conversation.  We  had  a 
long  conversation  of  three  or  four  hours,  and  it  may  have  been  alluded 
to;  nothing  definite  was  decided  upon  in  relation  to  the  time  it  would 
take.  Indeed,  I  remarked  when  I  left  him  that  he  was  of  opinion 
that  he  would  cross  a  portion  of  his  forces  at  the  fords  above  the 
junction  of  the  rivers.  That  was  the  opinion  that  he  expressed 
before  1  left. 

Question.  And  the  residue  at  Falmouth  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Qoestion.  Do  you  recollect  whether  or  not  there  was  any  discussioD 
when  yon  were  there  as  to  the  point  that  it  was  necessary  that  the 
pontoons  and  the  army  should  arrive  at  Falmouth  at  the  same  period 
of  time,  so  that  the  enemy  should  not  know  the  point  designated  for 
the  crossing? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  that  was  mentioned.  This  matter,  I  know, 
was  mentioned,  that  the  pontoons  should  be  there  as  soon  as  they 
could  after  he  had  got  possession  of  the  road,  so  that  they  could  be 
taken  down. 

Question.  At  any  time  did  General  Woodbury  go  to  you  and  sug- 
gest to  you  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  get  the  pontoons  or  stores  at 
Fabnouth  so  soon  as  was  expected,  and  that  for  that  reason  it  would  be 
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advisable  that  the  movement  of  the  army  of  General  Burnside  should 
be  delayed  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  recollection.  General  Woodbury,  in  conversa- 
tion— I  think  a  part  of  the  time  General  Meigs  was  present — spoke 
of  the  difficulty  of  getting  instantly  sufficient  transportation  to  go 
down,  and  therefore  that  the  train  should  go  by  land.  The  transports 
were  required  to  get  down  provisions,  and  it  was  suggested  that  as 
few  as  possible  should  be  used  for  moving  the  pontoon  train. 

Question.  Since  General  Burnside  has  been  in  command  of  the  army 
of  the  Potomac,  have  all  its  movements  been  made  according  to  his 
judgment  and  direction,  so  far  as  you  know  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  entirely. 

By  Mr.  Wright  : 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say,  general,  that  the  delay  in  the 
bridges,  you  think,  was  caused  by  the  elements  and  the  inefficiency  of 
men,  and  that  there  is  nobody  to  blame  that  you  know  of? 

Answer.  I  will  not  say  inefficiency  of  men;  but  I  will  say  this,  that 
General  Burnside  reported  to  me  that  the  officer  in  command  of  the 
land  train  had  not  been  as  efficient  as  he  ought  to  have  been,  but  he 
afterwards  modified  that  report.  I  told  him  to  arrest  any  person  who 
had  neglected  his  duty  and  send  him  to  Washington  immediately,  and 
he  said  to  me  that  he  did  not  think  it  necessary. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  One  more  question  is  suggested  to  me,  which  I  will  put. 
It  is  whether  you  were  requested  to  repair  that  road  before  the  army 
left  Harper's  Ferry? 

The  Witness.  Before  General  McClellan's  army  left  Harper's 
Ferry? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir;  before  they  left  there  were  you  requested 
by  General  McClellan  to  have  that  road  repaired  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  remember.  I  was  told  that  one  of  his  staff 
officers  had  requested  it  to  be  repaired,  and  the  answer  was  im- 
mediately made  by  myself,  *  *  We  cannot  do  anything  there  until  he 
takes  possession  of  the  road;''  and,  moreover,  I  did  not  know  that  he 
was  going  there,  for  he  had  not  informed  me  as  to  where  he  intended 
to  go.  If  at  any  time  any  suggestion  of  that  kind  was  made  to  me, 
it  was  made  with  reference  to  some  future  time,  and  not  as  to  any 
immediate  action.  No  request  was  made,  according  to  my  recol- 
lection. I  will  add  that  if  any  paper  came  to  me  in  which  an  allusion 
was  made  to  that  being  done,  it  was  referred  by  me  immediately  to 
the  head  of  the  department  having  charge  of  it — either  to  General 
Haupt  or  General  Meigs. 

Question.  But  you  do  not  recollect  any  such  request? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 
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December  22,  1862. 
Brigadier  General  M.  C.  Meigs  sworn  and  examined. 
By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  In  your  own  way  give  your  own  explanations  of  any- 
thing that  occurs  to  you  to  be  material  to  the  inquiry  we  are  directed 
to  make  as  to  the  battle  at  Fredericksburg. 

Answer.  As  I  presume  this  inquiry  arises  principally  from  the 
excited  stat^  of  the  public  mind  and  the  public  press  on  this  subject, 
and  as  the  statements  which  have  been  published  show  a  misappre- 
hension of  the  true  facts  of  the  case — and  I  see  that  the  press,  in  some 
degree  at  least,  holds  me  responsible  for  certain  failures  connected 
with  the  pontoon  train  and  supplies,  and  also  that  this  committee  is 
called  upon  by  the  press  to  extend  its  investigation  to  the  desire  of 
General  McClellan  to  have  the  railroad  from  Aquia  creek  repaired 
some  time  before  the  army  marched  from  Harper^  s  Perr3',  and  the 
quartermaster's  department  has  been  held  responsible  by  the  public 
press  for  not  having  done  this — I  think  I  had  better  begin  at  that 
point. 

Before  the  army  of  the  Potomac  left  the  vicinity  of  Harper^  s  Ferry 
I  received  a  telegram  from  Colonel  Ingalls,  chief  quartermaster,  dated 
6th  November,  which  I  have  read  within  a  few  days.  Though  I 
have  not  got  it  here,  I  can  remember  its  substance:  He  requested 
me  to  direct  that  all  the  cars  that  could  be  obtained  should  be  loaded 
with  commissary  and  quartermaster's  supplies,  and  placed  in  conve- 
nient positions  on  the  railroad  west  of  Alexandria,  so  as  to  be  sent 
over  the  Manassas  Gap  road,  and  over  the  other  railroads  radiating 
from  that  point,  to  meet  the  army  on  its  march.  He  also  requested, 
in  the  last  sentence  of  his  despatch,  that  I  would  cause  the  road  from 
Aquia  creek  to  Bichnwnd,  via  Fredericksburg,  to  be  put  in  repair.  I 
wrote  on  the  back  of  that  telegram,  as  is  my  habit,  directions  to  give 
the  orders  which  I  thought  were  necessary.  I  sent  copies  of  the 
telegram  to  the  principal  agents  of  the  supply  departments,  to  the 
commissary  general  in  regard  to  commissary  stores,  and  to  the  chief 
quartermaster  of  this  depot,  whose  duty  it  is  to  provide  quartermas- 
ter's stores,  and  provide  the  transportation  for  them,  and  to  those 
who  had  charge  of  the  repairing  and  running  of  the  military  rail- 
roads— Oenerd  Haupt  and  Colonel  McCallum.  I  inquired  what 
preparation  had  been  made  for  repairing  these  roads,  and  directed 
those  under  my  orders  to  be  ready  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
despatch.  I  knew  the  matter  was  in  good  hands,  and  I  took  it  for 
granted  that  all  proper  preparations  had  already  been  made;  and  I 
learned  on  inquiry  that  they  had  been — that  they  were  ready. 

I  remember  writing  on  the  back  of  the  telegram  that,  of  course, 
the  repair  of  the  railroad  to  Richmond  would  depend  upon  its  being 
occupied  by  troops  of  the  United  States.  It  was  at  that  time  in  pos- 
session of  the  enemy,  and  it  would  have  been  as  easy  at  that  time 
for  me  to  provide  barracks  in  Richmond  as  to  repair  the  road  to 
Richmond.     I  saw  General  Halleck,  and  mentioned  this  to  him.    I  do 
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not  remember  exactly  what  reply  I  made  to  Colonel  Ingalls,  but  on 
seeing  him  afterwards  I  spoke  of  it,  and  I  understood  that  this  was  a 
despatch  written  at  his  own  instance,  not  specifically  directed  by 
General  McClellan ;  but  in  that  I  may  be  mistaken.  I  have  not  spoken 
to  General  McClellan  on  the  subject,  and  I  derive  this  impression 
from  what  I  remember  of  Colonel  Ingalls'  statement.  We  had  then, 
I  believe,  everything  nearly  ready  to  repair  the  road  whenever  we 
should  be  able  to  get  possession  of  it.  We  had  built  there  last 
spring  a  very  large  wharf,  about  a  thousand  feet  in  length.  There 
were  requisitions  on  the  quartermaster's  department  to  build  still 
larger  wharves — one  about  1,800  feet  long — at  the  time  the  corps  of 
General  Burnside  landed  there  and  went  forward  to  the  Rappahan- 
nock and  Rapidan.  I  remember  at  that  time  advising  the  authorities 
that  by  the  time  I  could  get  a  vessel  load  of  lumber  to  the  place  it 
would  be  abandoned;  and  the  fact  was,  that  before  any  progress 
could  be  made  in  building  the  1,800  feet  additional  wharf,  the  work 
already  constructed  there  was  destroyed,  besides  the  cars  and  a  con- 
siderable quantity  of  stores;  and  the  bridges  were  burnt,  to  my  great 
regret.  I  endeavored  to  prevent  it,  but  heard  of  the  intention  too 
late.  The  next  time  this  matter  came  to  my  attention  in  any  way, 
was  when  General  Halleck  informed  me  that  General  Burnside  had 
taken  command  of  the  army  of  the  Potomac,  and  desired  to  change 
his  base  of  operations,  and  requested  me  to  accompany  him  to  War- 
renton  to  see  General  Burnside.  I  went  with  him  on  the  12th  of 
November;  and  with  us  went  General  Haupt,  the  director  and  super- 
intendent of  military  railroads  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  War, 
who  acts  in  connexion  with  the  quartermaster's  department.  We 
furnish  the  funds,  and  he  is  supposed  to  be  under  the  direction  of  the 
department.  He  is  a  very  able  and  competent  man.  There  was  a 
good  deal  of  conversation  with  General  Burnside  that  night  which  I 
did  not  hear.  I  left  General  Halleck  and  himself  to  discuss  the 
project  of  campaign,  and  I  entered  into  it  only  late  in  the  evening. 
I  was  informed  that  the  general-in-chief  would  refer  the  matter  to 
the  President  for  his  approval,  and  that  General  Burnside  was  to 
carry  out  his  own  plans  if  the  President  should  approve. 

I  do  not  think  that  anything  was  said  to  md  about  pontoons  then, 
but  General  Burnside  asked  me  how  soon  I  could  have  supplies  ready 
for  his  army.  I  think  he  asked  me  how  many  days  it  would  take  to 
get  the  supplies  to  Aquia  creek.  I  told  him  it  could  not  be  done  in 
a  day;  that  we  could  do  a  good  deal,  but  that  it  took  time  to  accom- 
plish 80  great  a  movement.  Here  was  an  army  of  over  men, 
the  population  of  a  great  city,  suddenly  to  be  whipped  up  to  break  off 
from  its  lines  of  communication  and  be  transferred  to  a  new  position, 
and  their  supplies  to  be  landed  from  a  narrow  channel,  a  contracted 
harbor,  with  very  shallow  water;  that  to  supply  them  with  all  the 
necessaries  of  life  was  like  undertaking  to  supply  Boston  without  any 
previous  provision  being  made.  I  said  it  could  not  be  done  except 
with  great  labor,  and  that  the  army  must  do  its  own  share;  that  I 
would  collect  all  the  suitable  vessels  I  could  and  have  them  employed 
in  the  work.     We  had  a  number  of  vessels,  barges,  and  canal-boats 
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Jready  in  the  river.  Our  canal-boats  were  principally  up  the  canal 
)etween  here  and  Harper's  Ferry.  I  said  that  we  would  collect  them 
is  rapidly  as  possible,  and  I  would  promise  to  have  the  supplies  at 
Lquia  creek  by  the  time  he  got  there,  but  that  he  had  three  or  four 
housand  wagons  with  his  army,  and  when  he  got  to  Falmouth,  oppo- 
site Fredericksburg,  he  must  send  his  wagons  down  to  the  Potomac 
md  let  them  haul  the  supplies  to  the  camps;  that  the  railroad  could 
lot  be  repaired  in  a  day;  that  we  did  not  know  the  condition  of  the 
mdges.  He  was  under  the  impression,  I  think,  that  the  bridges  had 
lot  not  been  burned ;  they  had  been  burned,  however. 

I  understood  that  there  was  not  a  large  force  at  Fredericksburg. 
Captain  Dahlgren,  of  General  SigePs  staflF,  had  made  a  dash  into  Fred- 
ricksbnrg  a  few  days  before,  and  had  driven  out  what  little  force 
ras  there,  and  I  was  told  by  General  Heintzelman  that  in  this  dash 
e  had  burned  some  bridges.  I  had  the  impression  that  he  had 
orned  these  very  railroad  bridges;  that  they  were  burned  then,  and 
ot  before;  but  what  were  the  facts  in  that  matter  I  do  not  know.  On 
ar  way  out  to  Warrenton  General  Haupt  had  consulted  me  as  to  the 
est  mode  of  organizing  a  corps  of  workmen  for  the  railroad  repair 
Qd  wharf  building.  I  told  him  there  were  two  regiments  of  engineer 
)ldiers  here  under  the  charge  of  General  Woodbury,  already  organ- 
ed ;  that  they  were  composed  principally  of  mechanics  and  work- 
en ;  that  he  could  get  no  more  intelligent,  no  more  skilful,  no  better 
isciplined  men,  and  they  would  serve  both  as  guards  and  workmen ; 
id  I  advised  him  to  ask  General  Halleck  to  place  a  portion  of  them 
t  least  at  his  disposal,  and  to  order  them  to  Aquia  creek.  The  idea 
rock  him  favorably.  He  requested  it,  and  subsequently  orders  were 
iven  to  send  down  this  engineer  brigade  under  General  Woodbury. 

I  did  not  see  at  that  time  General  Burnside'  s  letter  containing  his 
Ian  of  campaign.  When  he  last  visited  this  city,  in  conversation 
ith  me  on  this  subject,  he  expressed  some  surprise  that  I  had  not 
^n  it ;  he  thought  I  had  ;  and  he  then  read  it  to  me.  I  do  not  ro- 
lember  how  the  question  of  his  pontoon  train  came  up  at  Warren- 
>n.  My  own  recollection  of  the  circumstances  is  that  it  occurred  to 
le  that  if  he  was  going  to  Fredericksburg  he  would  want  pontoons, 
nd  I  remember  that  I  wrote  in  pencil  an  order  to  General  Wood- 
ury  to  call  on  the  quartermaster  at  Washington  for  transportation 
ar  his  pontoons  to  Aquia  creek.  Being  under  the  impression  at  the 
ime  that  the  bridges  were  up  near  Harper's  Ferry,  and  that  they 
rould  have  to  be  transported  from  that  place,  I  thought  he  might 
eed  canal-boats,  and  perhaps  horses,  to  tow  them  down  the  canal, 
nd  steamers  to  take  them  from  Washington  to  Aquia  creek.  I  handed 
bis  order  to  General  Halleck,  saying,  **  General  Woodbury  is  an 
ngineer  ;  he  is  under  your  orders,  not  under  mine,  and  it  is  not 
roper,  therefore,  for  me  to  sign  this  order.  If  you  think  it  right,  I 
dvise  you  to  sign  it.''  He  signed  it,  and  it  was  sent  oflF  to  the  tele- 
raph  oflSce.  I  also  wrot^  a  despatch  myself  to  the  quartermaster  in 
laltimore,  who  was  under  my  orders,  directing  a  copy  to  be  handed 
I  transitu  to  the  quartermaster  here,  calling  on  him  to  send  a  hundred 
arges  as  soon   as  possible  to  Washington  for  the  purpose  of  takvng 
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supplies  to  Aquia  creek  and  Belle  Plain.  These  barges  draw  but 
little  water  and  are  available  in  the  river  where  larger  vessels  cannot 
approach  the  shore.  General  Haupt  was  with  us.  He  required  no  di- 
rections, for  he  was  in  consultation  with  General  Burnside  and  Gen- 
eral Halleck.  He  had  everything  ready.  It  was  perfectly  well  un- 
derstood by  him  and  myself,  and  I  think  also  by  General  Halleck  and 
General  Burnside,  (though  I  do  not  think  it  was  a  subject  of  special 
conversation, )  that  nothing  could  be  done  at  Aquia  creek  until  we 
had  possession  of  it.  The  supplies,  under  protection  of  gunboats, 
could  lay  oflF  in  the  harbor,  but  could  not  land.  I  thought  the  engineer 
brigade  might  be  able  to  drive  off  the  enemy's  pickets  and  land,  and 
that,  I  believe,  was  done.  I  think  the  engineer  brigade  landed  at 
Aquia  creek  before  General  Burnside  reached  Falmouth,  and  that 
on  their  landing  the  enemy's  pickets  ran  away,  and  then  operations 
commenced.  I  was  of  opinion,  and  I  suppose  I  expressed  it  to  Gen- 
eral Halleck,  that  the  best  way  to  get  pontoons  and  pontoon  trains 
from  Washington  would  be  to  pack  the  flooring,  and  ropes,  and  an- 
chors, Ac,  of  the  bridges  in  the  pontoon  boats  and  tow  them  down 
the  river  by  steamer,  while  the  wagons,  on  which  they  are  ordinarily 
transported  when  moving  by  land,  with  their  horses  and  harness, 
should  march,  under  a  guard,  from  Alexandria  to  Aquia  creek,  thereto 
take  up  the  pontoons  and  transport  them  to  Falmouth  by  the  common 
road.  By  this  means  I  supposed  the  wagons  would  go  light,  and  would 
get  through  more  rapidly,  and  with  less  wear  and  tear  to  the  horses. 
I  returned  to  Washington  on  the  13th,  with  General  Halleck,  and 
I  do  not  think  I  had  any  discussion  with  him  on  that  subject  after  I 
returned.  I  do  not  think  I  saw  General  Halleck  again,  or  spoke  with 
him  about  the  transfer  of  the  pontoon  train.  I  did  see  General 
Woodbury.  He  called  at  my  office,  and  we  had  some  conversation. 
He  did  not,  as  I  remember,  ask  me  to  give  any  orders  or  do  anything, 
and  I  presumed  everything  was  going  on  satisfactorily.  I  asked  him 
when  he  would  go  down,  and  he  said  he  would  go  down  on  Sunday; 
I  do  not  remember  the  date,  but  it  was  the  Sunday  following  our 
visit  to  Warrenton,  (16th  November.)  He  and  Colonel  Ingalls,  and 
I  think  General  Haupt,  went  down  in  a  steamer  on  Monday  to  look 
at  the  place.  A  small  portion  of  the  engineer  brigade  had  gone  be- 
fore, as  I  understood.  I  have  since  asked  the  chief  quartermaster 
here,  since  the  complaint  which  has  been  made  on  this  subject,  what 
was  done  by  him,  and  he  tells  me  that  he  received  one  evening  a  re- 
quest from  General  Woodbury  to  have  two  steamers  ready  to  take 
six  companies  of  the  engineer  brigade  to  Aquia  creek,  I  think,  and  some 
to  Belle  Plain,  and  to  tow  down  some  pontoons  the  next  morning. 
He  answered  that  the  steamers  should  be  in  the  Eastern  Branch  ready 
for  him  by  daylight  next  morning,  and  they  were  there  at  the  time 
appointed.  The  preparation  of  the  train  and  getting  the  boats  into 
position,  I  am  told,  occupied  all  that  day,  and  the  night  was  dark  or 
foggy,  so  that  the  steamers  did  not  sail,  I  think,  until  the  next  morn- 
ing. One  of  them  got  aground  at  the  mouth  of  the  river  and  lay 
there  for  some  time  before  they  succeeded  in  getting  her  off,  and 
that  was  the  one  which  towed  this  fleet  of  pontoon   boats.     I   have 
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ice  inquired  whether  he  had  heard  anythiug  in  regard  to  the  march 
the   pontoon  train   and  wagons,  and  he   told  me  that  the  wagon 
lin    had  started  across  the   country,  but  a  rain  coming  on  in  the 
3an  time,  had  raised  the  streams;  the  roads  were  crooked  and  nar- 
w  and  deep ;  the  wagons  were  long,  unwieldy,  and  difficult  to  turn, 
d  they  failed  to  get  through;  and  that  the  wagon  train  finally  re- 
rned  to  the  shore  somewhere,   and  took  a  boat  to  Aquia  creek. 
lat  is  all  hearsay,  but  I  presume  it  is  correct.     The  supplies  were 
nt  down.     Barges  were  sent  here  from  Baltimore  and  Philadelphia, 
^e  could  not  get  enough  in  Baltimore, )  and  I  believe  the  army  has 
>t   suffered  from  the  want  of  any  supplies.     As  soon  as  the  army 
ached  Falmouth  and  protected  the  line,  and  I  think  even  before  it 
»ened  communication  with  Aquia  creek,  work  was  commenced  on  the 
ilroad,  and  the  railroad  was  repaired.     The  large  wharf  of  a  thousand 
et  in    length  has  been  entirely  reconstructed,  and  we  have  made 
-eparations  for  building  other  wharves,  extending  the  railroad  down 
ong  the  shore,  and  giving  increased  facilities  for  landing.     When 
eneral  Barnside  showed  me  his  plan  of  campaign  I  found,  as  I  re- 
ember  now,  that  there  was  provision  that  the  pontoons  themselves 
lould  march  by  land  to  meet  him,  exactly  at  what  time  I  am  not 
)le  to  say;  but  any  expectation  that  a  pontoon  train  should  be  at 
Edmonth  when  the  army  arrived  there  would  necessarily  be  disap- 
^intedf  in  my  opinion.     No  pontoon  train  could  go  to  Falmouth 
ithout  a  sufficient  guard  to  drive  out  the  enemy's  pickets,  and  if  it 
ot  there   before    the  army,    the   enemy  would  have  captured  it. 
^hat  the  army  itself  did  not  do,  it  was  not  to  be  expected  that  the 
uard  of  the  pontoon  train  should  do.     Hearing,  when  General  Burn- 
ide  was  last  in  the  city,  that  there  were  complaints  on  this  subject — 
nd  here  allow  me  to  say  that  the  quartermaster's  department,  which 
loes  a  .^reat  deal  for  the  army,  is  apt  to  be  held  responsible  for  every- 
hing  that  is  not  done — hearing  that  it  was  blamed  for  the  failure  to 
;et  the  pontoons  to  Falmouth  by  the  time  the  army  reached  that 
)lace,  I  replied  to  my  informant,  who  was  connected  with  the  press, 
that  the   quartermaster's  department  was  po  more  responsible  for 
the  march  of  a  pontoon  train  than  for  the  march  of  a  battery  of  ar- 
tillery or  of  a  regiment  of  infantry;  that  its  business  was  to  provide 
material  for  the  transportation  of  the  army,  and  it  had  done  so;  had 
filled  every  requisition,  and  I  have  heard  no  complaint  on  that  point. 
General  Burnside  came  to  see  me  a  few  minutes  after  this  gentleman 
left  my  room,  and  I  mentioned  to  him  that  I  had  just  been  told  that 
public  opinion  was  censuring  the  department.    He  laughed,  and  said  he 
not  only  had  no  complaint  to  make  against  the  officers  of  the  quar- 
termaster's or  commissary's  department,  but  he  was  surprised  that 
they  had  been  able  to  accomplish  so  much. 

Question.  Who  would  be  responsible  for  that  particular  duty  of 
getting  the  pontoons  over  there — General  Woodbury  ? 

Answer.  If  General  Woodbury  had  orders  from  General  Burnside, 
he  was  responsible  for  carrying  them  out  or  making  him  understand 
that  it  was  impracticable  to  carry  them  out.  The  march  of  an  army 
is  to  be  managed  by  its  commander.     When  a  general  undertaken  lo 
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make  a  movement  he  must  give  bis  orders  himself,  as  General  Hal- 
leek  has  told  you.  Every  order  that  General  Burnside  requested 
from  me,  every  requisition  that  was  made  upon  me,  he  says  himself 
was  fully  and  promptly  satisfied.  If  you  want  my  opinion,  I  have  an 
opinion  on  the  subject,  not  as  to  anybody's  being  to  blame,  but  as  to 
what  the  facts  were.  I  think  there  was  a  mistake  made  in  expect- 
ing pontoons,  which,  I  believe,  at  the  time  were  at  Berlin  to  be  got 
to  Falmouth  while  the  army  made  two  and  a  half  days'  march.  I 
do  not  think  it  practicable.  A  march  of  100  miles  for  a  pontoon 
train  is  a  serious  matter,  whether  the  march  be  made  by  land  or  by 
water.  The  march  across  from  Warrenton,  after  the  army  was  fairly 
under  way,  ought  not,  I  suppose,  to  have  taken  over  two  days  and  a 
half,  and  I  do  not  think  it  did.  I  think  they  marched  rapidly,  and 
crossed  over  to  Falmouth  in  two  days  and  a  half.  From  what  little 
I  heard  of  the  discussion  between  General  Halleck  and  General  Bum- 
side — I  only  heard  a  part  of  it — I  expected  that  a  portion  of  General 
Burnside' s  army  would  cross  above  Fredericksburg,  and  I  think  he 
used  the  expression  that  within  twenty-four  or  forty-eight  hours,  I  do 
not  remember  which,  after  he  got  permission  to  move,  his  cavalry 
would  be  in  Fredericksburg,  the  main  body  of  his  army,  however, 
not  crossing  above,  but  crossing  at  Falmouth. 


List  of  casualties  in  the  army  of  the  Potomac  during  the  battle  of  Fredericks- 
burg.  Van  December,  1862. 


Wounded. 

Killed. 

Missing. 

Total. 

Centre  grand  division 

Left  grand  division 

Right  grand  division 

Engineers 

2,469 

2,430 

4,159 

43 

327 

338 

480 

7 

748 

1,531 

855 

100 

3,548 

4,679 

5,494 

50 

Total 

9,101 

1,152 

3,234 

13, 771 

Treated  in  hospital 1,  630 

Killed 1, 152 


2,782 


There  is  little  doubt  that  the  aggregate  of  cases  returned  as  treated 
in  hospital  and  the  returns  of  killed  will  cover  the  whole  amount  of 
disabling  casualties  occurring  at  the  battle  of  Fredericksburg,  De- 
cember 14. 

The  return  of  killed  may  be  too  small,  but  the  other  amount  (to 
wit,  1,630)  is.  without  doubt,  sufficiently  liberal  to  compensate  any 
such  deficiency. 

THS.  P.  PEBLEY, 

Medical  Inspector  Ghnerdl. 


37th  Congbess,  )  SENATE.  j  Rep.Com. 

3d  Seaaton.      f  ]   No.  72. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Jaituaby  6,  186S. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Trumbull  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  accompany  S.  B.  No.  114.] 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary^  to  whom  was  r^erred  the  memorial  of 
Hon.  Perry  E.  Brocchus,  praying  compensation  as  associate  justice 
cf  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  Territory  of  New 
Mexico^  report: 

That  upon  examination  the  committee  find  that  the  memorialist, 
Perry  E.  Brocchns,  was,  on  the  7th  day  of  January,  1861,  nomi- 
nated as  an  associate  justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  for  the  Territory  of  New  Mexico,  and  on  the  24th  day  of  the 
same  month  confirmed  by  the  Senate  to  that  office. 

The  memorialist  shows  that,  as  he  was  by  law  bound  to  do  (see  2 
Stat,  at  Large,  788)  on  receiving  his  appointment,  he  relinquished 
and  declined  all  professional  business,  and  became  entirely  dependent 
on  the  emoluments  of  the  office  to  which  he  had  been  commissioned. 

The  winter  at  that  time  prevailing  was  of  such  severity  that  it 
made  the  journey  across  the  plains  to  New  Mexico  one  of  great  dif- 
ficulty and  peril :  but  the  memorialist  represents  that  he  used  due 
diligence  in  preparing  to  go  to  his  post  of  duty  as  soon  as  it  could  be 
safely  done,  and  for  that  purpose  purchased  an  ambulance,  mules, 
horses,  <&c.,  which  he  was  afterwards  obliged  to  dispose  of  at  a  great 
sacrifice. 

On  the  30th  day  of  April,  in  the  same  year,  as  memorialist  was 
setting  out  for  the  Territory  of  New  Mexico,  he  was  superseded  and 
removed  from  office. 

Afterwards,  as  memorialist  shows,  he  applied  to  the  First  Auditor 
of  the  United  States  Treasury  to  furnish  to  the  Comptroller  thereof 
his  account  for  his  salary  from  the  24th  of  January,  1861,  to  the  30th 
of  April  following,  which,  for  that  space  of  time,  being  three  months 
and  six  days,  amounted  to  the  sum  of  six  hundred  and  sixty-five  dol- 
lars, at  the  yearly  salary  of  twenty-five  hundred  dollars. — (See  10  Stat. 
at  Large,  page  311.)  The  First  Auditor  refused  compliance  with  this 
request  upon  the  ground  that  the  memorialist  had  never  taken  the 
oath  of  office,  which,  by  law,  (see  9  Stat,  at  Large,  451,)  can  only  b^ 
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taken  m  the  Territory,  and  which  he  could  not  take  on  account  of  his 
removal  from  oflSce  before  he  could  arrive  in  the  Territory.  The  only 
reason  assigned  by  the  Comptroller,  to  whom  an  appeal  from  the 
First  Auditor  was  taken,  and  whose  written  report  in  the  case  is 
among  the  papers,  for  the  refusal  to  pay  the  memorialist  his  claim,  is 
the  non-compliance  by  the  memorialist  with  the  strict  letter  of  the 
statute  in  not  taking  the  oath  of  office. 

The  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  memorialist  has  pre- 
sented a  sufficient  cause  for  equitable  relief,  and  therefore  recom- 
mend the  adoption  of  the  accompanying  joint  resolution. 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com. 

3c/  Session.      \  1     No.  73. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


January  13,  1863  —Ordered  to  be  priatetl 


Mr.  CoLLAMER,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Library,  submitted  the' 

following 

KEPORT. 

The  Committee  on  the  Libi'ary^  to  whom  toas  referred  the  message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  transmitting  the  correspondence  relative 
to  certain  valuable  publications  presented  to  the  Libi^ary  of  Congress  by 
the  trustees  of  the  British  Museum^  have  had  the  same  under  considera- 
tion^ and  now  respectfully  report : 

That  the  books  referred  to  in  that  correspondence  have  been 
received  in  the  library  of  Congress,  and  the  librarian  has  been  in- 
8tnicted  to  thank  the  trustees  for  their  generous  donation. 

The  committee  ask  to  be  discharged  from  further  consideration  of 
this  matter. 


\1tb  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com. 

3d  Session.      )  |   No.    74. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


January  14,  1863. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Saulsbury  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  No.  422.] 

The  Committee  on  Patents^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  petition  of  Phebe 
Ann  Fish,  executrix  of  Almond  D.  Fisk,  praying  for  reliefs  and  the 
biU  accompanying  the  same,  report : 

That  it  appears  from  the  evidence  in  the  case  that  the  husband  of 
the  petitioner  received  a  patent  on  the  14th  of  November,  1848,  as 
the  inventor  of  a  metallic  coffin,  or  burial  case :  that  after  the  issue 
of  said  patent,  and  to  enable  him  to  commence  the  manufacture  of 
said  cases,  he  erected  buildings  and  provided  machinery  at  an  ex- 
pense of  over  $10,000;  that  in  the  fall  of  1849  the  said  buildings 
were  in  the  night  time  destroyed  by  fire,  together  with  nearly  all  his 
machinery,  tools,  and  the  cases  in  process  of  finishing;  that  by  this 
calamity  the  said  Almond  D.  Fisk  lost  his  entire  capital,  and  that  by 
exposure  at  the  time  of  the  fire  he  took  a  severe  cold,  from  the  effects 
of  which  he  died  in  the  month  of  October,  1850,  leaving  a  widow, 
this  petitioner,  and  four  infant  children. 

That,  after  the  said  fire,  and  before  the  death  of  the  said  Almond 
D.  Fisk,  he  borrowed  about  the  sum  of  $15,000  to  enable  him  to 
erect  other  buildings  and  procure  other  machinery,  stock,  Ac,  to  se- 
cure the  payment  of  which  sum  he  mortgaged  his  patent  and  build- 
ings in  course  of  erection,  machinery,  and  stock;  that,  in  September, 
1850,  he  put  the  mortgagors  into  possession  of  the  mortgaged  prop- 
erty; that  the  assignees  of  the  original  mortgagors  surrendered  the 
patent  and  obtained  a  reissue  on  the  6th  day  of  March,  1860,  for  the 
remainder  of  the  term  it  had  to  run;  that,  before  the  expiration  of 
the  said  term,  the  petitioner  applied  to  the  Commissioner  of  Patents 
for  an  extension  of  the  patent  for  seven  years,  as  it  stood  upon  the 
record;  that  the  Commissioner  decided  that  he  could  not  extend  the 
reissued  patent  of  1860,  but  this  decision  was  made  only  a  few  days 
before  the  expiration  of  the  original  patent,  so  that  sufficient  time 
was  not  left  to  give  the  required  notice  of  application  for  the  exten- 
sion of  said  original  patent.  And  the  committee  further  report  that 
it  appears  from  the  evidence  in  the  case  that  the  said  invention  has 
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been  valuable  to  the  public  and  profitable  to  the  said  assignees,  but 
that  the  widow  and  children  of  the  said  Almond  D.  Fisk  have  never 
received  any  benefit  therefrom,  with  the  exception  of  a  small  sum  as 
a  gratuity  from  said  assignees. 

The  committee  therefore  report  back  the  bill  referred  to  them  in 
this  case  with  an  amendment,  and  recommend  its  passage. 


Ith  Congress,  )  SENATE.  j  Rep.  Com. 

3d  Sesaian.       j  1    No.  75. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Jahvart  15,  1863.~Ordered  to  be  prioted  with  the  documentfi. 


ir.  Morrill,  from  the  special  committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  facts  relative  to  the  chartering  of  transport  vessels  for  the 
Banks  expedition,  and  the  character  of  the  men  employed  to  navi- 
gate them,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT  IN  PART. 

rhe  sdect  committee  of  the  Senate  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  chartering 
of  transport  vessels  for  the  Banks  expedition,  and  also  in  regard  to  the 
empioyment  of  transports  generally,  report  in  part,  to  tvit,  as  to  the 
Banks  expedition  : 

The  following  are  the  resolutions  of  the  Senate: 

^'Besdved,  That  a  select  committee  of  three  members  be  appointed 
inquire  into  and  report  to  the  Senate  the  facts,  including  brokerage, 
regard  to  the  chartering  of  transport  vessels  for  the  Banks  expe- 
tion;  the  seaworthiness  of  such  vessels,  and  the  character  of  the 
en  employed  to  navigate  them;  and  that  they  be  empowered  to  send 
r  persons  and  papers." 

"Besdved,  That  the  select  committee  of  the  Senate  appointed  on 
e  22d  instant  to  inquire  into  the  matter  of  chartering  transport 
tssels  for  the  Banks  expedition  be  also  instructed  to  inquire  into  the 
anner  of  the  employment  of  transports  generally  by  the  quarter- 
asters  of  the  army,  or  by  the  agents  of  the  War  Department;  the 
tes  at  which  they  were  engaged,  by  whom,  for  what  purpose,  and 
rhow  long  a  time.'' 

Acting  upon  the  precedence  apparently  given  in  the  resolutions  to 
le  subject-matter  of  inquiry,  the  committee  at  once  proceeded  to 
ew  York,  where  the  expedition  referred  to  was  fitted  out,  as  the 
lace  most  favorable  for  despatch  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties. 
The  enterprise  was  completed  in  the  months  of  November  and  De- 
Jmber  last,  and  the  expedition  sailed  from  New  York  on  the  14th  of 
le  latter  month;  the  fleet  comprising  twenty-six  steam- vessels  of  all 
escriptions  and  twenty-five  sail-vessels,  chartered  and  fitted  for  the 
oyage  at  New  York. 

The  vessels  were  selected  and  chartered,  under  the  authority  of  the 
«cretary  of  War,  by  Cornelius  Vanderbilt,  of  New  York,  he  stipu- 
»ting  as  a  condition  of  his  accepting  the  trust  that  he  was  not  ex- 
acted to  receive  compensation  therefor.     Commodore  Van  Brunt,  o? 
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the  United  States  navy,  was  ordered  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  report  to  General  Banks  at  New  York  'Vfor  special  service  in  the 
supervision  and  outfit  of  the  transport  fleet  of  the  expedition/'  and 
was  authorized  by  General  Banks  to  avail  himself  of  the  assistance 
of  Charles  H.  Haswell,  of  New  York,  an  engineer  by  profession,  and 
surveyor  of  steamers  for  the  underwriters  in  the  cities  of  New  York, 
Boston,  and  Philadelphia,  and  Lloyd's,  London. 

These  persons  are  regarded  by  the  committee  as  the  responsible 
parties  and  authorized  agents  of  the  government  for  the  fitting  out  of 
the  transport  fleet  of  the  expedition.  The  scope  of  their  combined 
authority  comprehended  the  chartering,  inspecting,  fitting,  super- 
vising, and  all  needful  preparations  for  the  safe  embarkation  of  the 
troops. 

It  will  be  noticed  that  two  classes  of  vessels,  steam  and  sail,  were 
employed  in  nearly  equal  numbers.  It  is  believed  that  both  economy 
and  safety  would  have  dictated  the  employment  of  a  larger  propor- 
tion of  the  latter;  but  it  is  not  improbable  that  these  considerations 
were  held  to  be  subordinate,  to  some  extent  at  least,  to  a  real  or  sup- 
posed necessity  for  despatch  in  the  movement  of  the  expedition,  and 
to  that  extent  would  abate  the  force  of  the  criticism  otherwise  deemed 
not  unjust. 

The  sail-vessels  were  generally  of  the  first  class,  and   were  char- 

•  tered  at  fair  rates — such,  under  the  terms  of  their  charters,  as  would 

be  regarded  reasonable^  for   the  merchant  service,  and  in  this  latter 

respect  are  understood  to   contrast  favorably  with  similar  charters 

theretofore  made  in  behalf  of  the  government. 

The  steam-vessels  are  divided  into  two  or  three  classes :  the  steam- 
ships or  sea-going;  the  steam-tug,  and  those  suited  and  designed  for 
inland  navigation.  The  former  were  doubtless  well  adapted  to  the 
service  contemplated.  Of  this  class  were  the  steamers  Illinois,  Em- 
pire City,  North  Star,  Ac.  The  latter,  it  is  clear,  were  not  well 
suited  to  the  service  required .  Of  this  class  were  the  Niagara,  M. 
Sanford,  &c. 

In  reply  to  our  inquiry  whether  this  class  of  vessels  was  fit  for  an 
expedition  beyond  Cape  Hatteras,  Mr.  Haswell  stated  that  '*they 
would  be  under  very  favorable  circumstances :  if  they  should  not  meet 
with  bad  weather  and  be  so  skilfully  managed  as  to  take  advantage 
of  lulls  between  blows,  and  of  smooth  weather."  Commodore  Van 
Brunt  stated  :  **I  told  Mr.  Vanderbilt  that  these  small  vessels  were 
not  such  as  I  would  have  selected.  If  [  had  had  the  fitting  out  of 
these  vessels,  I  would  not  have  taken  any  of  these  small  vessels  or 
river  steamers." 

The  selection  of  such  vessels  for  such  service  apparently  implies  a 
want  of  that  skill  and  forecast  which  the  government  had  a  right  to 
expect  in  those  who  share  its  confidence  and  accept  places  of  respon- 
sibility. Only  one  explanation  at  all  relieving  this  view  of  the  case 
is  suggested,  and  that  springs  from  the  supposed  divided  responsi- 
bilities and  duties  of  the  agents  under  the  circumstances.  Mr.  Van- 
derbilt undertook  to  select  and  charter  the  vessels  :  the  supervision 
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and  outfit  were  confided  to  Commodore  Van  Brunt,  he  to  avail  him- 
self of  the  assiBtance  of  Mr.  Haswell. 

It  needs  to  be  remarked  that  the  destination  of  the  fleet  was  known 
only  to  Mr.  Vanderbilt  and  the  commanding  general.  It  would  seem 
to  follow  that  the  selecting  and  chartering  of  the  vessels  would  be 
done  with  that  knowledge  which  would  qualify  for,  if  it  did  not  natu- 
rally suggest,  an  inquiry  into  their  fitness  and  adaptation;  while  the 
inspecting  and  supervising  would  take  place  under  circumstances  less 
favorable  to  such  inquiry,  and  not  calculated  to  provoke  it.  Mr.  Van- 
derbilt seems  to  have  acted  upon  the  supposition  that  his  duties  were 
performed  when  a  sufficient  number  of  transports  had  been  secured  to 
meet  the  demands  as  they  arose,  leaving  the  question  of  seawor- 
thiness, fitness,  Ac,  to  those  whose  duty  it  was  to  inspect  them, 
quite  forgetful  of  the  essential  fact  that  seaworthiness  and  fitness 
would  depend  in  good  degree  upon  the  service  required — a  fact  im- 
portant for  them  to  know.  On  the  other  hand,  Commodore  Van  Brunt 
appears  to  have  contented  himself  with  performing  his  duty  with  the 
light  he  bad,  upon  the  supposition  that  the  vessels  had  been  selected 
with  reference  to  the  service  for  which  they  were  fitted,  without  in- 
quiring into  the  character  of  that  service.  Thus  it  is  not  difficult  to 
understand  how  the  selection  of  that  class  of  vessels  occurred. 

Whether  it  was  not  incumbent  on  Mr.  Vanderbilt,  who  possessed 
the  information,  to  exercise  his  judgment  of  the  fitness  of  the  vessels 
for  the  service  designed,  or  to  impart  that  knowledge  to  those  whose 
duty  it  was  to  inspect,  &c.,  and  whether  Commodore  Van  Brunt, 
seeing  these  two  classes  employed,  one  of  which  was  unsuited  to  sea- 
going, should  have  applied  to  the  commanding  general  for  the  neces- 
sary information  to  enable  him  to  determine  the  question  of  fitness, 
is  worthy  of  serious  consideration,  for  future  guidance  at  least. 

Whatever  of  disaster  may  be  disclosed  or  peril  involved,  attributable 
to  this  supposed  omission,  it  is  but  just  to  say  that  no  suspicion  rests 
upon  the  rectitude  of  the  intentions  of  either  party.  The  committee 
deem  it  important  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  disclosed  by  this  inquiry, 
and  which  is  not  understood  to  be  peculiar  to  this  expedition,  that 
the  number  of  troops  placed  on  board  these  transports  was  greatly 
disproportioned  to  the  number  permitted  by  law  in  the  case  of  pas- 
sengers in  emigrant  vessels.  Upon  the  supposition  that  the  provisions 
of  the  law  referred  to  were  based  upon  rules  necessary  to  be  observed 
for  the  health  and  safety  of  persons  under  such  circumstances,  it  is 
believed  that  greater  precautions  should  be  observed  by  those  having 
the  supervision  of  this  branch  of  the  service. 

In  the  case  of  the  Niagara,  other  questions  arose,  touching  the 
condition  of  the  vessel,  the  responsibility  of  the  owner  for  it,  the 
inspection,  supervision,  and  outfit. 

She  was  built  for  the  northern  lake  service  in  1845,  and  rebuilt  in 
1849;  was  employed  there  as  a  passenger  boat  until  within  the  last 
two  or  three  years,  when  she  was  regarded  as  unfit  for  use  and  laid 
by.  In  this  condition  she  was  purchased  by  her  present  owner  for 
about  ten  thousand  dollars,  and  brought  to  New  York  the  past 
season.     In  July  last  Mr.  Haswell  made  an  examination  of  her,  found 
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some  of  her  timbers  soft,  and  reported  her  accordingly  to  the  under- 
writers. She  was  chartered  by  Mr.  Vanderbilt,  on  the  representation 
of  the  owner  that  she  was  ** a  first-quality  vessel,''  he  paying  the 
price  for  such  vessel. 

Mr.  Haswell  states  that  he  made  but  a  partial  inspection  of  her, 
relying  upon  the  statement  of  the  owner  that  **he  had  repaired  her 
to  all  necessary  extent.''     She  left  New  York  on  the  afternoon  of 
the  14th  of  December,  having  on  board  450  men  of  the  50th   Mas- 
sachusetts regiment,   with  commissary  stores   and  baggage  of  the 
regiment,  and  on  the  following  day,  in  the  forenoon,  put  into  the 
Delaware  breakwater,  having  encountered,   during  the  night,  some    u 
difficulty  in  her  smoke-pipe  and  in 'the  planking  of  her  deck,  and  the 
military  officers  on  board  protesting  against  her  proceeding  further    ^ 
on  her  voyage.     Here  she  was  inspected  in  her  hull  by  Mr.  Zane, 
inspector  for  the  eastern  district  of  Pennsylvania,  who  considered    t 
her  unseaworthy,  condemned  her  as  unsafe,  and  notified  the  captain 
not  to  attempt  to  proceed  on  her  voyage  with  the  troops.     Upon 
further  examination,  Mr.  Zane  stated  that  ^'he  found  her  main-deck 
beams  and  carlines  in  bad  condition,  and  rotten."     The  troops  were 
finally  disembarked.     The  committee  can  but  regard  the  transaction 
on  the  part  of  the  owner  of  the  Niagara  as  unjustifiable.     Of  the  un- 
seaworthiness of  the  Niagara,  and  her  unfitness  for  the  service  for  ^ 
which  she  was  chartered,  there  is  little  room  for  doubt. 

The  knowledge  of  her  history,  price  paid,  the  partial  repairs,  the 
representations  of  her  *  Equality"  when  securing  a  charter,  the  prob- 
able knowledge  of  the  report  of  the  inspector  to  the  underwriters, 
in  July,  tend  strongly  to  show  the  owner  conscious  of  the  character 
of  the  vessel  as  subsequently  disclosed,  and  a  failure  on  his  part  tc 
remeipber  his  duty  to  his  country,  and  especially  to  the  troops  who 
were  imperilled  in  his  avidity  for  the  profits  of  a  charter. 

It  is  difficult  to  perceive  how  this  vessel  could  have  passed  the 
ordeal  designed  for  the  protection  of  the  public,  consistent  with  that 
alacrity  and  faithfulness  in  the  discharge  of  duty  which  the  gov- 
ernment ha^  a  right  to  expect  from  those  to  whom  important  trusts 
are  confided.  The  duty  of  the  general  ** supervision  and  outfit"  was 
devolved  upon  Commodore  Van  Brunt,  assisted  by  Mr.  Haswell. 
He  confided  the  inspection  of  the  vessels  to  Mr.  Haswell,  and  he, 
confiding  in  the  representations  of  her  owner  as  to  her  condition  and 
state  of  repairs,  made  but  a  partial  inspection  of  her.  It  may  well 
be  doubted  whether  the  responsibility  that  attached  to  the  special 
trust  of  Commodore  Van  Brunt  could  be  wholly  devolved  upon  another, 
and  also  whether  the  duty  implied  in  the  employment  of  Mr.  Haswell 
could  be  properly  waived  on  the  representations  of  the  owner  of  the 
vessel.  That  there  was  in  this  case  a  misconception  of  duty,  at 
least,  in  allowing  the  Niagara  to  proceed  on  her  voyage  with  a  large 
number  of  troops  and  stores  on  board,  is  quite  apparent;  also  from 
the  character  of  the  report  of  her  by  Mr.  Haswell  to  Commodore 
Van  Brunt,  in  which  the  word  **fair"  is  used  in  relation  to  her  ''con- 
dition and  seaworthiness,"  in  contradistinction  to  **good"  in  other 
cases. 


I 
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The  act  of  Congress  of  12th  of  February  last  contemplates  the 
detiiiliDg  of  *' three  competent  naval  officers  for  the  service  of  the 
War  Department  in  the  inspection  of  transport  vessels.''  It  was 
obviously  the  design  of  this  enactment  to  secure  to  the  government 
the  services  of  persons  who  should  be  responsible  to  it  by  official 
relation.  Its  importance  is  illustrated  in  this  instance  in  the  em- 
ployment of  Mr.  Haswell,  instead  of  detaching  an  engineer  and  con- 
structor in  the  naval  service,  who  would  share  the  responsibility  with 
Commodore  Van  Brunt. 

Although  absolved  from  the  obligations  of  the  charter,  the  govern- 
ment may  not  be  indifferent  to  a  transaction  so  detrimental  to  the 
public  service,  the  tendency  of  which  is  so  fatal  to  the  success  of  the 
efforts  it  is  making  to  vindicate  its  authority  against  the  assaults  of 
open  enemies. 

The  owner,  it  cannot  be  doubted,  is  fairly  chargeable  by  the  gov- 
ernment with  the  damages  consequent  upon  delay,  disembarkation  of 
troops,  &c.y  not  to  mention  the  more  weighty  consideration  of  the 
exposure  of  the  troops  and  hazards  to  the  expedition. 

There  is  discoverable  from  the  facts  elicited  in  this  inquiry  a  prac- 
tice supposed  to  have  obtained  to  some  extent  in  this  class  of  trans- 
actions, greatly  to  the  prejudice  of  the  government,  detrimental  to 
the  service,  and  of  evil  tendency  everyway,  namely:  the  intervention 
of  middle-men — sort  of  self-constituted  and  officially  unrecognized 
agents — ^between  the  government  agents  and  the  owners  of  vessels, 
by  which  competition  is  prevented  and  a  commission  imposed  upon 
the  owner.  In  all  such  cases  the  government  suffers  in  two  ways: 
by  being  deprived  of  the  competition,  without  which  the  rates  must 
always  be  more  or  less  arbitrary,  and  by  being  compelled  to  bear  a 
portion,  at  least,  of  such  imposition  on  the  owner.  All  needful  pre- 
cautions seem  to  have  been  observed  in  this  instance  by  the  govern- 
ment for  its  own  protection  and  that  of  the  ship-owners.  The  con- 
tracts for  traqsport  vessels  were  to  be  effected  by  Mr.  Vanderbilt, 
who  voluntarily  undertook  this  service  without  compensation,  actuated 
by  a  desire  to  aid  the  government.  He  states  that  ^*he  did  not  em- 
ploy any  broker,''  but  **  endeavored  in  every  case  to  deal  directly 
with  the  parties.''  To  aid  him  he  employed  Mr.  T.  J.  Southard, 
recommended  to  him  as  •*  having  had  experience  in  fitting  up  horse 
ships/'  and  who  had  an  interest  in  several  ships  which  he  was  de- 
sirous of  chartering.  In  regard  to  Mr.  Southard's  employment,  Mr. 
Vanderbilt  states:  **  I  said  to  him,  *  I  want  you  to  understand  that  I 
feel  a  strong  interest  in  this  controversy  that  we  have  got  into,  and 
I  feel  it  to  be  a  duty  to  my  country  to  do  it  all  the  service  I  can.  I 
am  going  to  do  it  voluntarily,  without  any  pay.  How  do  you  feel  on 
that  ?  We  ought  to  find  patriotism  enough  in  our  country  to  do 
something  for  it,  without  everybody  malting  money  out  of  the  funds 
of  the  government.'  He  says:  *I  will  give  my  time  to  government, 
without  any  pay,  to  help  you  with  this  thing.  There  will  be  no  com- 
mission nor  anything  of  the  kind  charged.'  Now,  whether  he  has 
conformed  to  that,  is  for  him  to  answer." 
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Mr.  Southard's  statement  of  his  employment  is  in  harmony  with  the 
above. 

Now,  it  will  be  seen  from  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Southard  and  thai 
of  his  son,  that  a  commission  of  five  per  cent,  in  most  cases,  and  o: 
six  and  a  quarter  in  the  other  cases,  was  exacted  from  the  owners  ol 
the  vessels  chartered.  It  is  assumed  that  it  was  a  commission  to  the 
firm  of  *' Southard,  Wright  &  Hussey,  ship-brokers;''  but  Mr.  South- 
ard, of  that  firm,  the  son  of  T.  J.  Southard,  states  that  **the  ownen 
offered  their  vessels  through  my  father,  and  he  took  them  througl 
us;  don't  know  why  it  was  so  done.  I  received  the  commission  money, 
and  gave  receipts  in  the  name  of  my  father." 

There  is  little  evidence  to  justify  such  assumption,  and  the  com- 
mittee are  compelled  to  regard  the  transaction  in  relation  to  the  com- 
missions as  the  act  of  T.  J.  Southard,  in  no  essential  particular  re 
lieved  by  the  manner  in  which  it  was  effected.  He  must  be  regarded 
as  the  agent  of  the  government,  bound  to  respect  its  faith  and  honor, 
and  to  deal  with  those  who  had  business  with  it  as  becomes  the  char 
acter  of  the  nation.  It  is  needless  to  add  that  to  require  the  pay 
ment  of  commissions  by  those  who  offered  their  vessels  was  to  violate 
the  express  stipulations  of  his  employment,  and  would  have  beei 
equally  a  violation  of  the  policy  of  the  government  in  the  absence  ol 
such  stipulation.  The  imposition  of  the  commission  was  wholly  un 
authorized  by  any  facts  known  to  exist,  paid  without  consideration, 
and  should  be  refunded  to  the  owners  where  received,  and  retained 
by  government  for  the  owners  in  cases  where  payment  has  not  beei 
made.  The  transaction  is  clearly  within  the  intent  of  the  act  of  Con 
gress  of  July  16,  1862,  to  prevent  officers  of  the  government  fron 
taking  considerations  for  procuring  contracts. 

The  terms  of  the  charters  of  the  steam-vessels  are  understood  t< 
compare  favorably  with  those  effected  by  the  government  in  similar 
transactions.  But  it  is  undoubtedly  true,  as  a  general  proposition, 
that  higher  rates  are  demanded  and  paid  for  government  service  thai 
are  received  in  the  ordinary  employment  of  such  vessels.  This  \\ 
attributable,  doubtless,  in  part,  to  the  character  and  conditions  of  th< 
service  and  the  demand  created  by  the  new  and  additional  employ 
ment,  but,  in  the  main,  is  the  result  of  the  method  pursued  for  pro 
curing  the  charters,  which  has  had  the  effect  to  shut  out  competition 
The  remedy  suggested,  and  to  which  much  importance  is  attached,  ii 
that  of  inviting  competition,  giving  the  ship-owners  of  the  countr 
an  opportunity  to  make  proposals,  without  instructions  of  governmen 
agents,  and  an  enforcement  of  the  law  which  imposes  fine  and  im 
prisonment  upon  those  in  the  employment  of  the  government  who 
for  a  consideration,  procure  contracts  of  any  description. 

The  committee  report  the  following  testimony. 


TESTIMONY 

TAKEN    BETORI 

THE   SELECT   COMMITTEE 


By  virtue  of  a  resdviion  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  adopted  De* 
cember  22,  1862,  and  also  a  resolution  adopted  December  23,  1862,  to 
inquire  into  the  manner  of  the  employment  of  transport  vessels  for  the 
Banks  expedition,  dec. 


Washington,  Saturday,  December  27,  1862. 
Lieutenant  Colonel  John  W.  Locke,  being  duly  8worn,  testified  as 
follows  : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  yonr  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation. 

Answer.  My  name  is  John  W.  Locke  ;  my  age  is  thirty-one  years  ; 
my  residence  South  Reading,  Massachusetts  ;  I  have  been  lieutenant 
colonel  of  the  fiftieth  regiment  of  Massachusetts  volunteers. 

Question.  State  whether  you,  with  your  regiment,  or  part  of  your 
regiaient,  recently  embarked  on  the  transport  ship  Niagara.  If  so, 
from  what  port  ? 

Answer.  We  went  on  board  the  steamship  Niagara  on  Friday,  De- 
cember 12,  between  the  hours  of  three  and  four  o'clock  in  the  after- 
aoon,  at  New  York. 

Question.  What  part  of  your  regiment  went  on  board  the  Niagara? 

Answer.  Companies  B,  C,  D,  P,  and  G,  making  about  four  hundred 
and  fifty  men. 

Question.  Who  had  command  of  the  vessel  ? 

Answer.   Captain  John  Dorry. 

Question.  How  soon  after  you  embarked  did  she  sail? 

Answer.  We  sailed  not  many  minutes  from  two  o'clock  Sunday 
afternoon. 

Question.  Detail,  if  you  please,  what  occurred  during  your  voyage, 
from  the  time  you  left  the  harbor  of  New  York,  and  while  you  were 
on  board  the  Niagara. 

Answer.  Perhaps  it  would  be  proper  for  me  to  first  state  that  six 
companies  were  ordered  to  go  on  board  ;  but  we  protested  against  more 


8  '  TESTIMONY. 

than  five  companies  going,  and  the  captai]\of  the  ship  said  if  the 
other  company  was  coming  aboard  he  would  not  go  to  sea.  Conse- 
quently, the  colonel  called  on  General  Andrews,  to  whom  we  had  to 
report,  as  we  were  under  his  command,  and  told  him  the  circum- 
stances, and  he  sent  him  down  to  Commodore  Van  Brunt.  Commo- 
dore Van  Brunt  went  aboard,  and  decided  that  we  must  go  aboard, 
but  he  did  not  think  there  ought  to  be  more  than  five  hundred  men 
put  on  her.  Consequently  they  ordered  back  one  company — com- 
pany H — which  is  now  in  New  York.  The  captain  of  the  boat 
refused  to  take  all  our  baggHge  on  board,  and  that  was  sent  and  put 
on  board  of  another  ship.  After  we  started  from  New  York,  we 
experienced  very  pleasant  weather  indeed.  About  midnight  I  woke 
up,  and  I  noticed  that  she  was  laboring  very  heavily,  and  seemed  to 
make  but  very  little  headway.  I  think  she  stopped  once  or  twice  in 
the  night,  not  because  there  was  any  trouble,  but  to  get  soundings, 
or  something  of  the  kind.  But  I  noticed  that,  although  it  was  very 
smooth,  when  she  went  down  into  the  trough  of  the  sea  she  was  very 
sluggish  to  gather  herself  again,  and  rather  worked  down  on  one 
side — the  port  side,  I  think.  I  am  not  versed  in  these  things,  but  I 
think  it  was  on  the  port  side.  Some  time  in  the  night — I  cannot 
state  distinctly  at  what  time — there  was  a  little  sea,  or  wave,  came 
and  hoisted  up  three  planks  right  abaft  the  wheel,  and  in  the  morn- 
ing we  discovered  the  decayed  timbers  under  there  ;  and  I  think  she 
took  in  two  or  three  hogsheads  of  water  in  the  bow,  from  what  cause 
I  could  not  say.  When  we  got  up,  about  eight  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, I  went  out,  and  saw  she  was  putting  towards  land.  I  inquired 
where  we  were  going  to,  and  some  one  told  me  the  captain  was  put- 
ting into  Delaware  break\vater.  I  asked  for  what  cause,  and  he  said 
the  steam-pipe  blowing  off  had  burst,  and  it  would  be  necessary  to 
make  some  port  for  repairs.  I  understand  since  then  that  the  engi- 
neer reported  to  the  captain,  just  before  going  into  Delaware  break- 
water, that,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  could  proceed  ;  that  is, 
he  had  so  repaired  the  engine  that  he  could  proceed  on  his  voyage. 
At  any  rate,  she  went  in  there  and  anchored.  Before  we  got  into 
the  breakwater,  there  was  some  waste  caught  fire  that  had  been 
thrown  down  around  the  smoke-pipe.  The  captain  of  the  ship  asked 
our  major,  he  being  the  handiest  man  to  him,  to  bring  some  water  to 
him  to  put  it  out.  I  don't  know  as  this  fire  endangered  anything,  as 
they  put  it  out ;  but  if  it  had  been  in  the  night,  I  don't  know  what 
would  have  happened.  He  brought  the  water  down,  and  they  put 
the  fire  out.  After  we  anchored  in  Delaware  breakwater,  the  colonel 
of  the  regiment,  I  think,  asked  the  captain  what  made  her  lean  over 
so  on  her  port  side,  and  he  said  (I  don't  know  as  I  am  correct  as  to 
the  term)  that  the  spawning  or  sponsiling,  which  is  put  on  the  side  to 
make  it  more  binding,  had  got  to  leaking.  That  was  supposed  to  be 
air-tight,  but  it  had  got  filled  with  water.  I  do  not  know  it  to  be  a 
fact,  but  I  suppose  that  they  put  in  there  on  account  of  repairing 
that,  or  getting  the  water  out.  While  we  were  lying  there  one  com- 
pany of  our  regiment  was  down  in  the  hold.  There  was  just  room 
enough  for  them  down   there.     After   they  discovered    these  rotten 


TESTIMONY.  9 

timbers  where  the  waves  took  off  the  three  planks,  that  made  them 
look  down  below.  One  of  company  B's  men  tore  off  a  little  of  the 
casings,  and  when  he  tore  it  off  he  just  stuck  his  finger  right  up  into 
the  beam.  I  here  present  to  the  committee  a  specimen  of  the  wood 
in  the  timbers.  [Presenting  a  number  of  fragments  of  rotten  wood. 
Most  of  these  pieces  are  from  one  of  the  main  timbers.  I  present 
this  as  part  of  my  testimony.  The  surgeon  of  the  regiment  took 
that  piece  out  [indicating  a  piece]  and  handed  it  to  me.  I  have  seen 
similar  pieces,  and  have  taken  them  off  myself. 

Question.   Is  that  a  fair  specimen  of  the  timbers  of  the  ship  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  should  think  it  was. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Kennedy.)  Was  much  of  that  exposed? 

Answer.  It  was  all  cased  over.  These  timbers,  running  across  the 
ship,  were  cased  over  and  painted. 

Question.   With  fresh  paint  ? 

Answer.  It  looked  new.  I  was  struck  with  the  newness  of  the 
paint.  They  went  to  the  ends  first,  where  they  ripped  off  the  casing, 
and  there  is  where  they  saw  this  rotten  wood.  Company  B's  men 
being  in  the  hold,  discovered  these  rotten  timbers,  and  reported  to 
the  captain,  and  the  captain  to  the  colonel.  The  colonel  went  down 
and  made  an  investigation,  and  he  found  four  timbers  at  that  time 
decayed.  He  came  up  and  had  a  consultation  with  the  major  and 
surgeon  of  the  regiment  as  to  what  was  best  to  do.  After  we  went 
in,  we  called  two  of  company  B's  men  who  were  in  the  hold,  one 
of  whom  has  been  mate  on  a  ship,  and  the  other  master  of  a  vessel. 
We  put  them  on  their  oath,  and  they  testified.  They  said,  without 
being  biassed  by  any  remarks  made,  that  they  did  not  consider  her 
a  seaworthy  ship.  Colonel  Messer,  the  colonel  of  the  regiment,  took 
Captain  Dorry  down  and  showed  him  some  of  these  timbers,  and 
asked  him  if  he  knew  anything  about  it.  He  said,  *'Upon  my  word 
as  a  gentleman,  I  never  knew  of  this.     I  never  knew  it  was  rotten.'' 

Question.  Where  were  you  when  this  was  discovered  ? 

Answer.  At  Delaware  breakwater.     We  had  put  in. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  Was  it  smooth  and  pleasant  weather 
during  the  whole  of  your  cruise  ? 

Answer.  Yes.  sir ;  very  pleasant  weather  and  a  smooth  sea — re- 
markably so.  There  was  no  blow  and  no  rough  sea  at  all.  We  made 
bat  little  speed — only  about  five  miles  an  hour,  according  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  captain  of  the  distance.  We  had  been  twenty  hours, 
within  a  few  minutes,  going  about  100  or  110  miles. 

Question.  Describe  the  kind  of  wood  in  those  timbers.  Is  that 
piece  a  characteristic  sample  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  as  far  as  I  have  seen.  I  have  seen  four,  and  I 
will  take  my  oath  that  that  is  a  fair  report  of  the  four  I  have  looked 
at.  They  were  four  of  the  main  timbers  that  run  across  the  ship.  I 
cannot  say  how  many  more  there  are. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Kennedy.)  Had  you  much  trouble  in  getting  it 
apart,  or  did  you  take  it  out  with  your  hands  ? 

Answer.  You  could  take  it  out  with  your  hands  just  as  I  can  take 
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this  piece  apart  now,  [separating  it  into  pieces.]     That  wood,  you 
can  see,  is  very  rotten. 

Question.   Can  a  man  crumble  it  in  his  hands  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  [crushing  a  fragment  into  small  pieces.]  You 
see  how  I  can  break  it  to  pieces.  I  took  hold  of  one  of  the  timbers 
when  I  went  down  to  make  the  -examination,  and  took  a  piece  right 
out.  While  we  were  at  Delaware  breakwater,  I  should  state  that, 
after  making  the  examination,  and  finding  she  was  so  decayed,  the 
colonel,  myself,  the  major,  and  the  surgeon  were  together  three  or 
four  hours,  and  we  concluded  to  protest  against  going  to  sea  in  the 
steamer,  and  we  did  so.  We  protested  in  writing  to  General  An- 
drews, and  ordered  Captain  Dorry  to  proceed  to  the  nearest  port, 
which  he  did  ;  that  was  Philadelphia. 

Question.  Did  you  notice  any  of  the  other  timbers  of  the  vessel 
besides  these  main  timbers  on  the  lower  deck? 

Answer.  I  have  not,  particularly.  I  have  not  taken  pains  to  look 
it  over.     These  specimens  were  from  the  main  timbers  of  the  ship. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  Do  you  consider  that  that  vessel  was 
utterly  unseaworthy,  even  in  clear  weather  and  a  smooth  sea  ? 

Answer.  I  do,  sir,  with  the  cargo  she  had  on  board.  Perhaps  it 
would  be  proper  to  state  here  that  our  colonel  was  very  much  op- 
posed to  going  aboard,  and  verbally  protested  to  General  Andrews 
against  taking  his  men  aboard  of  her. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Kennedy.)  Did  he  know  the  condition  of  the 
ship  ? 

Answer.  Some  of  our  friends  were  in  New  York  at  the  time  ;  one 
man,  who  had  been  a  ship-owner  for  many  years,  said:  **  Colonel, 
I  suppose  you  have  to  go  in  that  ship;  but  it  is  my  opinion  that 
every  one  of  you  are  going  right  into  your  coffins."  He  had  owned 
and  sailed  ships. 

Question.  What  did  General  Andrews  reply? 

Answer.  He  said,  as  he  had  not  the  chartering  of  the  ships,  he 
should  refer  him  to  Commodore  Van  Brunt  or  Commodore  Vanderbilt. 

Question.   (By  the  chairman.)  Did  he  call  upon  the  commodore? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  and  Commodore  Van  Brunt  went  on  board  the 
ship. 

Question.  Did  Commodore  Van  Brunt  pronounce  her  seaworthy? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  he  did  ;  but  he  said  he  would  not  have 
more  than  500  men  put  on  board  of  her. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Commodore  Van  Brunt  examined 
the  vessel  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know,  sir;  I  think  a  man  named  Has  well  in- 
spected her. 

Question.  He  inspected  the  engines.     Did  he  inspect  the  ship  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Who  is  the  owner  of  the  Niagara? 

Answer.  A  man  named  Richardson  is  reported  to  be  the  owner.  I 
suppose  he  is.  He  has  been  in  Philadelphia.  He  is  in  New  York 
now. 

Question.  Where  is  the  Niagara  lying  now  ? 
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Answer.   She  is  lying  close  to  the  navy  yard  in  Philadelphia. 

Question.  When  did  she  get  to  Philadelphia  with  your  part  of  the 
regiment  ? 

Answer.  She  arrived  oflF  the  navy  yard  on  Monday,  the  15th  day 
of  December;  about  half-past  four  or  five  o'clock  she  dropped  anchor, 
having  been  ever  since  five  in  the  morning  getting  up  there. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Kennedy.)  Was  it  the  general  impression  in 
New  York  when  you  sailed  that  this  ship  was  entirely  unseaworthy  ? 

Answer.  It  was  by  many  of  our  friends.  I  do  not  say  how  many, 
but  it  was  by  a  great  many  people. 

Question.  Were  they  people  connected  with  shipping  who  enter- 
tained and  expressed  that  opinion  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  Do  you  know  how  the  Niagara  has 
been  employed  heretofore  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  old  she  is? 

Answer.  I  could  not  swear  positively,  but  I  think  she  is  about 
eighteen  years  old.  I  think  it  appears  in  the  inspector's  report  that 
she  was  built  in  1844.  The  date  on  the  engine  is  1849,  but  I  think 
the  ship  was  built  in  1844.  I  would  not  swear  positively  as  to  that 
fact. 

Question.  Do  you  say,  that  after  you  reached  the  Delaware  break- 
water, the  officers  of  the  regiment  entered  a  protest  against  proceed- 
ing to  sea  ? 

Answer.  I  have  a  copy  here  of  the  protest  by  the  officers  of  the 
raiment.  After  deliberating  on  the  subject,  and  taking  the  testi- 
mony of  these  two  gentlemen  of  whom  I  have  spoken,  we  made  out 
the  protest,  and  you  will  see  by  the  protest  the  points  touched  upon 
in  it — the  unseaworthiness  of  the  ship,  and  also  what  the  mate  and 
the  pilot  said.     The  protest  is  as  follows : 

Sir:  After  we  left  New  York  we  experienced  very  pleasant  weather 
during  the  afternoon  and  night.  Saturday,  December  13,  with  a 
very  smooth  sea,  all  quiet  and  calm,  notwithstanding  which  the 
Niagara  behaved  very  badly — a  smooth  sea  knocking  her  deck  plank 
oflf  and  showing  rotten  timbers.  She  also  took  so  much  water  into 
her  spoontoons  that  she  would  not  make  five  knots  the  hour.  We 
have  also  had  the  ship  on  fire,  which  perhaps  did  not  endanger  the 
safety  of  ship,  passengers,  or  cargo.  We  also  found  the  hull  to  be 
rotten;  and  after  taking  the  testimony  of  two  men — one  of  whom  has 
been  master  of  a  vessel,  the  other  a  mate  of  a  ship — they  saying  the 
vessel  is  wholly  unseaworthy. 

Further,  the  first  officer  and  the  pilot  of  this  vessel  say  she  is  un- 
safe to  go  to  sea  with  her  present  cargo  and  passengers,  after  finding, 
as  they  do,  her  main  timbers  to  be  rotten. 

This  difficulty  was  discovered  after  she  put  into  the  Delaware  break- 
water. 
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Under  these  circumstances,  we  felt,  in  justice  to  ourselves  and  men, 
that  we  protest  against  going  to  sea  in  this  ship. 

Dated  at  Philadelphia,  board  steamer  Niagara,  December  15,  1862. 
Signed  by — 

C.  R.  MESSER,  Colonel. 
J.  W.  LOCKE,  Lieutenant  Colonel. 
JOHN  HODGES,  Jr.,  Major. 
WILLIAM  COGSWELL,  Surgemu 

Brigadier  General  Andrews, 

Commanding  Rem.  Banks  Expedition,  New  York. 

Question.  Was  this  protest  presented  ? 

Answer.  When  we  dropped  anchor  there  the  colonel  detailed  me 
as  bearer  of  despatches  to  New  York  to  carry  the  protest  to  General 
Andrews,  which  I  did.  I  went  on  Monday  night  and  came  back  Tues- 
day. On  Wednesday  the  inspector  of  hulls  and  inspector  of  engines 
came  on  board,  and  said  they  should  condemn  her.  Mr.  Zane,  in- 
spector of  hulls,  came  there,  and  called  for  Colonel  Messer  or  the  cap* 
tain  of  the  ship  first.  I  did  not  learn  distinctly  as  to  that,  but  at  any 
rate,  he  did  not  go  down  below.  He  said  he  should  condemn  her:  he 
had  seen  enough  of  her.  The  colonel  wanted  him  to  go  down  and 
look  at  the  timbers.  He  said  he  would  if  it  would  be  any  gratifica- 
tion to  him.  He  looked  at  one  and  said,  **My  God  1  I  have  seen 
enough.  She  can't  leave  this  port  with  her  present  dargo  and  pas- 
sengers, and  I  doubt  whether  we  shall  let  her  go  without  any  freight 
or  passengers.''  I  have  here  a  statement  that  Captain  Dorry  made 
when  the  colonel  called  him  into  our  state-room.  It  was  made  in  my 
presence  and  Colonel  Messer' s.  Captain  Dorry  said,  in  our  presence, 
if,  when  he  opened  his  orders,  he  found  she  was  ordered  to  certain 
places  he  knew  of,  he  would  not  go  in  the  ship.  He  made  that  state- 
ment without  any  qualification.  Captain  Dorry  is  the  captain  of  the 
vessel.  He  had  sealed  orders,  and  was  not  to  open  them  until  we 
had  made  24  hours.  But  we  had  not  been  out  24  hours,  and  conse- 
quently he  could  not  open  his  orders,  and  he  did  not  know  where  he 
was  going.  The  pilot  said  he  had  made  every  light  and  should  if  he 
proceeded  on;  he  made  every  light  on  the  coast,  keeping  right  in  close 
to  the  shore  all  the  way. 

The  Chairman.  (To  the  witness,  who  was  picking  the  specimen  of 
rotten  wood  apart.)  Do  not  pick  that  to  pieces,  as  we  shall  want  it. 

Witness.  I  will  not.  Mr.  Richardson,  when  the  men  were  taking 
out  these  rotten  specimens,  said  he  did  not  want  his  ship  torn  to 
pieces. 

Question.  What  steps  have  been  taken,  if  any,  to  move  your 
regiment  from  Philadelphia  towards  its  original  destination  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Bloodgood,  a  gentleman  in  Philadelphia,  received  a 
message — 

Question.  A  telegraphic  despatch  ? 

Answer.  I  can' t  say  whether  the  first  was  a  telegram  or  a  letter  that 
he  received,  asking  him  whether  there  were  any  ships  in  Philadelphia 
that  could  be  chartered  to  take  us  off.     He  telegraphed  back  that  he 
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ad  taken  the  colonel,  lieutenant  colonel,  and  officer8  of  the  fiftieth 
[assachnsetts  to  see  the  ship  Frank  Bolt,  which  could  be  chartered 
t  a  very  low  rate.  He  also  went  and  looked  at  two  diflFerent  barks, 
ut  the  ship  could  be  chartered  for  less  than  one  of  the  barks.  He 
onsidered  it  a  very  nice  bargain — a  nice  ship.  She  had  only  been 
luilt  two  years,  and  was  a  very  fine  ship.  He  asked  us  how  we  liked 
ler.  We  said  we  would  be  well  satisfied  to  go  in  her.  He  told  me 
hat  he  had  telegraphed  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt;  that  he  had  ex- 
mined  the  ship,  and  found  her  everything  that  was  needed.  He  said 
Q  the  close  of  his  telegram,  ** Shall  I  close  the  charter?''  Commo- 
lore  Vanderbilt  telegraphed  back,  **  You  will  not  close  the  charter 
intil  you  hear  from  me  by  letter." 

Question.  How  soon  would  tho  boat  have  been  ready  for  sailing  had 
he  been  chartered  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Bloodgood  said  she  should  be  ready  for  us  to  go  aboard 
)n  Tuesday.  We  arrived  Monday,  and  the  Tuesday  of  the  next  week 
?e  conld  have  gone.  That  would  be  Tuesday  of  this  present  week, 
December  23. 

Question.  Do  you  know  at  what  rate  Mr.  Bloodgood  could  have 
chartered  the  boat? 

Answer.  I  could  not  state,  but  it  was  a  very  low  rate.  Mr.  Blood- 
good said  he  did  not  believe  they  could  charter  a  boat  in  New  York 
or  anything  like  the  money. they  could  get  her  for. 

Question.  Has  any  other  ship  been  chartered  for  your  transporta- 
tion ? 

Answer.   There  has  been  another  ship  chartered  in  New  York. 

Question.   What  ship? 

Answer.   The  ship  Jenny  Lind. 

Question.  What  is  her  age  ? 

Answer.   Thirteen  years. 

Question.   Has  she  reached  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.   She  has  not. 

Question.  Is  she  coming  ? 

Answer.  She  is  expected  there  every  day.  She  was  to  sail  last 
Monday  night.  We  had  one  company  (company  H)  left  in  New  York, 
and  they  were  to  go  aboard  of  this  ship  and  come  around  and  join  us. 
I  was  in  New  York  on  Monday  to  carry  this  despatch  to  General  An- 
drews, and  about  three  o'clock  company  H  marched  down  aboard  of 
her. 

Question.   Who  is  furnishing  the  Jenny  Lind  to  the  government? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know,  sir.  I  heard  the  name,  but  I  cannot  tell 
it  now,  sir. 

Question.   Are  the  troops  willing  to  go  on  board  the  Jenny  Lind  ? 

Answer.  They  have  not  said.  They  are  men  that  do  as  we  com- 
mand them,  and  go  where  we  tell  them  to.  Secretary  Stanton  tele- 
graphed to  the  quartermaster,  Captain  Boyd  or  Colonel  Crosman,  I 
do  not  now  know  which,  but  Captain  Boyd  showed  me  the  telegram; 
he  telegraphed  to  furnish  us  with  a  good  sea-going  steamer. 
Question.  Why  did  not  Captain  Boyd  comply  with  that  order? 
Answer.  There  was  no  suitable  steamer  in  Philadelphia.    He  showed 
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me  the  despatch  Saturday;  he  said  one  would  arrive  Monday.  When 
Monday  came  he  received  a  despatch  that  Commodore  Vanderbilt 
had  chartered  the  Jenny  Lind,  and  they  would  go  in  a  sailing  ship. 

Question.  When  was  your  regiment  mustered  into  the  service  ? 

Answer.  Eight  companies  were  mustered  in,  by  companies,  on  the 
19th  day  of  September;  two  companies  were  mustered  in  afterwards; 
I  cannot  tell  the  date.  The  field-oflScers  were  mustered  into  service 
on  the  11th  day  of  November. 

Question.  Is  your  regiment  composed  of  nine  months  men  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  will  have  only  about  four  months  of  service  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  about  that.  If  it  takes  as  long  for  that  ship 
to  go  to  Ship  island  in  proportion  as  she  has  been  in  coming  from 
New  York  to  Philadelphia,  we  will  not  have  that  much  time. 

Question.  During  the  voyage  on  the  Niagara,  did  you  notice  that 
every  now  and  then  she  made  a  squeaking? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  it  seemed  as  though  she  was  going  to  split  right 
apart.  The  colonel,  who  was  in  the  same  state-room  with  me,  heard 
it,  and  remarked:  ''The  old  hulk  is  not  going  to  pieces  now,  is  she?'' 
He  wanted  to  know  what  made  her  make  such  a  noise  or  squeaking. 

J.  W.  LOCKE, 
Lieut.  Col.  50ih  Regiment  Maasachmetta  Volunteer  Militia. 

Saturday,  December  27,  1862. 
Captain  S.  W.  Duncan,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation. 

Answer.  My  age  is  24  years;  I  reside  at  Haverhill,  Massachusetts; 
I  am  captain  of  company  F,  50th  regiment  Massachusetts  volunteers. 

Question.  When  did  you  first  see  the  steamship  Niagara? 

Answer.  I  saw  her  first  the  week  previous  to  our  sailing  in  her, 
which  was  on  the  13th.  The  Saturday  previous  to  our  jailing  in  her 
I  went  to  visit  the  vessel. 

Question.  Did  your  company  sail  in  her? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  went  aboard  with  my  company  on  Friday 
afternoon,  in  connexion  with  the  other  companies,  and  remained  on 
the  boat  until  the  next  morning.  I  did  not  make  the  voyage  with 
them,  but  came  on  to  Philadelphia  with  Colonel  Locke  when  he  re- 
turned from  his  visit  on  Monday,  the  15th. 

Question.  Did  you  know  anything  of  the  character  of  the  Niagara 
when  she  lay  in  New  York,  before  the  regiment  embarked  on  her,  as 
to  her  seaworthiness  ? 

Answer.  I  had  heard  her  merits  discussed,  and  for  that  reason  I 
went  to  see  her  myself.  My  own  impression  of  her  was  that  she  was 
an  improper  vessel  to  go  to  sea.  She  was  built  for  lake  service,  and 
even  if  perfectly  sound,  she  was  not  proper  to  go  to  sea  at  this  time 
of  the  year.  I  got  a  friend  of  mine.  Captain  George  Willis,  who  has 
been  a  master  of  first-class  ships,  and  made  many  voyages  around  the 
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world,  to  go  and  see  her.  He  went  up  to  se*^  her  the  same  afternoon 
I  did,  and  looked  her  all  over  thoroughly,  and  pronounced  against  her. 
He  said,  supposing  we  were  to  have  smooth  weather,  he  might,  per- 
haps, think  that  we  could  get  to  Portress  Monroe  without  danger,  but 
on  no  condition  whatever  would  he  be  willing  to  go  around  Cape  Hat- 
teras  with  her,  and  he  would  be  unwilling  for  me  to  risk  my  life  in 
her  around  Cape  Hatteras.  That  opinion  was  based  upon  his  in- 
spection, without  knowing  the  rottenness  of  her  timbers,  simply  from 
her  general  construction  and  her  model.     She  is  a  lake  steamer. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  your  oflScers  remonstrated 
with  their  superior  officers  against  embarking  in  the  Niagara  ? 

Answer.  Colonel  Messer  told  me  he  had  made  a  verbal  protest 
against  embarking  in  the  vessel,  to  General  Andrews. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  was  the  result  of  that  protest? 

Answer.  He  told  me  that  at  first  he  hoped  he  should  be  successful 
in  changing  the  vessel,  but  afterwards  he  said  that  General  An- 
drews had  sent  Commodore  Van  Brunt  to  inspect  the  vessel,  and  he 
had  decided  that  500  men  should  go  to  sea  in  her.  He  said  then  that 
he  supposed  there  was  no  appeal  from  that  decision. 

Question  (By  Mr.  Kennedy.)  Do  you  know  that  Commodoer  Van 
Brunt  inspected  this  vessel  himself? 

Answer.  I  only  know  it  from  what  I  have  heard.  He  went  aboard 
of  the  vessel.     Whether  he  made  an  inspection  or  not,  I  cannot  say. 

Qnestion.  (By  the  chairman.)  You  say  you  came  to  Philadelphia  with 
Colonel  Locke,  when  he  returned  after  delivering  the  protest  of  the 
officers  of  the  regiment  against  proceeding  to  sea  from  the  Delaware 
river  in  the  Niagara  ?  ^ 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  State,  if  you  please,  the  developments  that  were  then 
made;  and  what  was  the  condition  of  the  vessel  when  you  reached 
her  in  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  When  I  reached  her  in  Philadelphia  the  first  thing  that 
attracted  my  observation,  as  I  went  aboard  of  her,  was  the  aspect  of 
several  planks  torn  up  on  one  of  her  guards,  just  abaft  the  wheel. 
Then  on  going  into  the  hold,  there  were  these  rotten  timbers,  where 
the  casing  had  been  torn  ofi*,  and  where  the  examination  had  been 
made  by  the  field-officers.  Colonel  Messer  and  the  surgeon,  that  had 
revealed  the  rottenness  of  the  vessel. 

Question.  Describe  those  beams. 

Answer.  After  seeing  it  then,  I  took  particular  pains  yesterday  to 
make  a  second  minute  examination  of  the  condition  of  these  timbers* 
I  went  down  into  the  hold  yesterday  afternoon  and  examined  the  tim- 
bers again.  The  first  I  came  to  were  two  main  timbers.  One  of 
them  was  where  the  casing  had  been  torn  off  for  about  two  or  three 
feet  from  the  side  of  the  hull  in  towards  the  centre  of  the  vessel ; 
and  these  timbers  were  so  rotten  that  in  one  of  them  I  pushed  my 
fingers  into  the  timber  as  though  it  was  soil  or  mere  earth,  not  wood 
at  all;  the  decay  had  reached  to  such  an  extent  as  that.  That,  I 
think,  was  the  worst  timber  I  saw.     I  counted  four  other  timbers. 
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Tho8e  are  the  main  timbers.  One  of  these  timbers  was  one  of  the 
largest  timbers  in  the  vessel,  to  which  the  knees  that  bind  together 
the  vessel  were  attached.  The  oak  knee  was  in  perfect  condition, 
but  underneath  this  knee  the  timber  was  so  rotten  it  could  easily  be 
torn  away  with  the  hand.  Three  of  the  timbers  that  I  saw  were  rot- 
ten at  both  ends.  The  casing  had  been  torn  off  on  both  sides  of  the 
vessel,  and  both  ends  of  the  timbers  presented  the  same  aspect. 
One  of  them  had  been  torn  away  entirely,  so  as  to  disclose  the 
planking  nailed  on  above — the  deck  planking.  It  was  torn  entirely 
away,  and  there  was  nothing  but  the  deck  boards  nailed  on  above — 
torn  away  by  the  hand.  Other  timbers  were  rotten  where  they  were 
mortiped  into  the  sides  of  the  vessel.  The  mortise  was  rotten.  I 
counted,  in  all,  five  timbers  in  different  stages  of  rottenness — from 
what  I  have  described  to  a  condition  of  decay  not  so  far  advanced. 
That  specimen  here  is  a  fair  sample.  There  is  some  much  more  rot- 
ten than  that. 

Question.  That  is  so  rotten  that  a  man  could  kick  it  to  pieces  with 
the  heel  of  his  boot. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  you  can  easily  crumble  it  to  powder  in  your 
hands;  but  some  were  so  rotten  that  I  could  press  my  hands  into  them. 

Question.  All  the  strength  there  was  connected  with  these  timbers 
was  furnished  by  the  plank  attached  to  them  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  so. 

Question.  What  had  they  resorted  to  in  order  to  cover  up  these 
defects  from  observation  ? 

Answer.  The  timbers  were  cased  over  with  a  deal  casing  of  pine 
deal  about  half  an  inch  thick,  and  coated  with  a  heavy  coat  of  white 
paint,  which  constituted  the  finishing  of  that  part  of  the  steamer. 
They  appeared  to  be  only  cased  timbers,  presenting  a  fair  aspect — 
simply  handsome  paint. 

Question.  Did  any  of  them  have  the  appearance  of  the  paint  having 
been  taken  off  to  examine  by  the  inspector? 

Answer.  I  should  judge  not.  I  judge  that  the  inspectors  never 
removed  the  casing  of  a  single  timber. 

Question.   Who  is  the  owner  of  the  Niagara? 

Answer.  I  heard  Captain  Dorry  say  she  was  owned  by  Mr.  Rich- 
ardson, of  New  York. 

Question.   Do  you  know  who  chartered  her? 

Answer.   I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  at  what  rate  she  was  chartered? 

Answer.  I  heard  the  terms  stated  at  $10,000  a  month,  and  coal 
found  by  the  government.  I  heard  also  the  statement  made  that 
Richardson  only  paid  $9,000  for  the  vessel. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  old  she  was? 

Answer.  I  saw  the  statement  that  she  was  built  in  1844.  I  would 
not  swear  to  it,  but  I  think  I  saw  it  in  the  inspector's  report  in  the 
histories  of  the  vessels  given  in  the  newspapers.  I  was  in  New  York 
when  the  report  came  that  she  had  put  into  Philadelphia;  and  then 
many  that  I  knew  expressed  themselves  that  that  was  just  what  they 
expected,  and  one  gentleman  said,  *'I  made  a  voyage  on  that  boat 
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when  I  was  a  little  boy,  on  Lake  Ontario."  In  a  conversation  I  had 
with  Captain  Willis,  spoken  of  above,  who  had  made  an  examination 
of  the  vessel,  he  said  the  only  thing  that  reconciled  him  to  our  going 
to  sea  in  her  was,  that  we  should  keep  close  to  shore  between  there 
and  Fortress  Monroe;  otherwise  he  should  remonstrate  much  more 
than  he  did.  But  Captain  Ward,  in  a  conversation  I  had  with  him, 
reposed  his  confidence  in  the  regard  he  had  for  the  captain,  or  the 
confidence  he  had  in  the  captain.  He  said  the  captain  was  a  thorough 
geaman,  and  would  take  care  of  his  men  and  the  vessel  if  possible. 

Question.  Have  you  seen  Mr.  Richardson,  the  owner  of  the  vessel, 
since  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  saw  him  on  board  the  boat  on  the  evening  of 
Thursday,  I  think,  the  17th.  I  discovered  decay  in  other  parts  of 
the  vessel  besides  those  main  timbers.  For  instance,  the  water-closets 
on  the  upper  between  decks.  There  is  one  of  the  timbers  there, 
where  the  casing  has  been  ripped  off,  that  reveals  this  rottenness.  It 
is  on  the  deck  above  this.  Then,  on  the  railing  around  the  upper 
deck,  some  of  the  posts  there  are  rotten,  and  I  noticed  one  of  the 
upper  deck  planks  was  rotten  in  the  same  way,  which  shows  that  the 
rottenness  is  not  confined  to  one  portion.  The  model  of  the  vessel 
unfits  her  for  a  sea-going  vessel. 

SAMUEL  W.  DUNCAN, 
Captain  of  Company  F,  50th  Begtment. 

New  York,  Tuesday,  Deceinber  30,  1862. 
Cornelius  Vanderbtlt,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

Exumined.hy  the  chairman. 

Question.  Commodore  Vanderbilt,  state,  if  you  please,  your  resi- 
dence and  employment. 

Answer.  I  live  in  New  York,  and  am  connected  with  shipping.  I 
ran  steamship  lines;  some  would  call  me  a  merchant. 

Question.  State  what  connexion  you  had  with  procuring  transports 
for  the  Banks  expedition. 

Answer.  I  was  verbally  authorized  by  Mr.  Stanton.  Mr.  Stanton 
asked  me  if  I  would  aid  in  fitting  out  the  expedition  of  General  Banks. 
I  told  him  I  would;  that  he  was  at  liberty  to  use  me  in  any  way  that 
be  saw  proper,  that  was  honorable,  for  the  benefit  of  this  government ; 
always  bearing  in  mind  that  I  was  to  receive  no  pay  for  anything  I 
did  in  any  form. 

Question.  Can  you  furnish  to  this  committee  a  list  of  such  vessels 
as  were  procured  by  you,  or  under  your  direction? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  thought  it  might  save  a  heap  of  trouble,  and 
I  have  got  it  here.  I  make  this  paper  a  part  of  my  testimony.  It 
is  as  follows : 

Rep.  Com.  75 2 
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The  following  14  vessels  to  furnish  their  own  coal : 


Name  of  vessel. 

Tonnage. 

Bate  of  charter 
per  day. 

Who  chartered  of. 

Steamer  Illinois ........... 

2126 
1764 
1867 
1761 
1260 
900 
860 

700 

376 

$1,250 

1,000 

1,200 

1,200 

1,100 

950 

900 

900     ^ 

for  30  days, 

800 
for  halanoe. 
400 

Marshall  0.  RoherU. 

Steamer  Empire  City 

Steamer  North  Star 

Steamer  Northern  light 

Steamer  Chi  Kiang 

Steamer  M.  Sanford 

Steamer  New  Brunswick 

Steamer  Eastern  Qaeen..... 

Steamer  Honduras.....  .... 

Do. 
Atlantic  and  Pacific  S.  S.  line. 

Do. 
J.  M.  Forbes  &  Co. 
James  P.  Sanford. 
IntemaUonal  &  S.  Co. 

A.  B.  Vannevar,  agent 

8.  H.  Ackerman. 

Steamer  Niagara ...... 

A.  J.  Richardson. 

Steamer  Merrimac  ......... 

2000 

2000 

1623 

400 

1,200 

1,200 

1,100 

460 

John  H.  Foster  &  Co.,  agents. 

Do. 
Ocean  Steam  Navigation  Co. 
Aymar  &  Co. 

Steamer  Mississippi 

Steamer  Continental 

Steamer  liary  A.  Boardman. 

The  following  12  vessels  to  find  their  coal  for  twenty  days,  after  which 
government  is  to  coal  them : 


Steamer 
Steamer 
Steamer 
Steamer 
Steamer 
Steamer 
Steamer 
Steamer 
Steamer 
Steamer 
Steamer 
Steamer 


Qainebaug ...... 

Sbetocket 

Charles  Osgood  .... 

James  S.  Qreen 

Quincy 

Saxon 

Salvor 

Haae 

Prometheus . 

Albany 

Jersey  Blue 

Cumbria 


260 

Horace  Whitaker. 

260 

Do. 

260 

Do. 

260 

Thomas  Clyde. 

300 

James  S.  Whitney. 

300 

Do. 

460 

Thomas  Clyde. 

260 

Charles  H.  Mallory 

460 

E.  A.  Souder  &  Co. 

260 

C.  W.  Kenworthy. 

250 

Do. 

460 

E.  A.  Souder  &  Co. 
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Question.  Did  you  charter  these  vessels  directly,  or  through  an 
agent  or  broker  employed  by  you  for  that  purpose  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  employ  any  broker.  I  chartered,  as  I  supposed, 
these  vessels  from  the  owners  or  the  representatives  of  companies 
that  some  of  the  vessels  belonged  to.  I  endeavored  in  every  case  to 
deal  right  directly  with  the  parties,  sir.  I  was  particular  to  get  their 
names  at  the  time,  and  I  have  put  the  names  of  the  parties  there; 
that  is,  as  regards  the  steamers.  I  will  also  tell  you  what  1  did  with 
the  sailing  vessels.  The  first  intimation  I  had  in  regard  to  any  sail- 
ing vessels  was  I  got  an  order  from  General  Banks  to  furnish  trans- 
ports for  so  many  horses.  I  turned  that  over  in  my  mind  and  made 
up  my  mind  that  it  was  the  best  way  to  charter  sailing  vessels.  The 
steamers  were  about  all  taken  up  and  hard  to  procure;  I  so  stated  to 
General  Banks.  There  was  a  man  from  down  east  came  to  me  with 
a  letter  of  introduction  from  General  Banks;  that  man  I  talked  with; 
he  also  had  a  plan,  which  he  exhibited  to  Colonel  Holbrook.  He 
presented  this  plan  of  how  a  horse-ship  should  be  fitted  up  for  the 
transportation  of  horses.  It  seemed  he  had  fitted  out  a  number  of 
expeditions,  but  I  did  not  know  it;  I  did  not  know  the  man  then. 
This  was  represented  to  me  as  a  very  good  plan.  When  he  gave  me 
this  letter  of  introduction  from  General  Banks  I  talked  with  him,  and 
I  found  he  understood  more  about  a  horse-ship  than  I  did,  a  heap 
more.  He  said  he  had  been  in  it  a  good  deal  in  his  life,  fitting  up 
difierent  horse-vessels  for  the  West  Indies,  &c.  I  thought  **Thi8  is 
just  the  man  I  want,  because  this  is  an  expedition  of  some  length  and 
it  wants  to  be  well  done.''  I  had  a  large  quantity  of  applicants  of 
vessels  lying  on  my  desk,  applications  by  the  owners  of  difierent  ves- 
sels. I  selected  out  of  these  vessels  those  I  thought  were  of  the 
most  profitable  tonnage  for  us  to  employ.  I  fixed  a  price  in  my  own 
mind,  a  price  of  what  each  of  these  vessels  were  worth.  I  gave  this 
man  these  prices,  and  said,  **I  want  you  to  go  and  see  if  you  can 
procure  these  vessels  for  those  prices.''  His  answer  was  that  it  was 
too  low;  that  I  did  not  put  the  price  high  enough;  that  he  had  fitted 
out  some  expedition,  whether  it  was  Butler's  or  the  one  that  went  to 
Port  Royal  I  forget,  and  they  had  paid  five  dollars  a  ton  per  month 
for  ships.  My  price  was  four  dollars.  That  was  the  price  I  had 
authorized  him  to  see  if  he  could  get  these  vessels  at,  and  that  was 
the  cause  of  his  reply  that  it  was  too  low.  Said  I,  *  *  go  and  try  it 
on."  He  procured  the  first  one,  I  think,  at  four  and  a  quarter.  There 
is  a  difference,  you  will  discover  in  reading  that  list,  which  I  will 
explain.  There  is  one  vessel,  the  Moro  Castle,  at  $4  50,  tonnage 
553;  she  is  of  small  tonnage.  I  said,  **It  is  as  profitable  a  boat  as 
we  can  get,  we  will  take  her."  There  is  the  T.  J.  Southard,  at 
$4  25.  I  always  looked  to  the  tonnage,  because  a  little  vessel  carries 
more  in  proportion  than  a  big  one,  of  some  particular  things.  Then 
I  put  a  stop  to  that,  and  said,  *^Four  dollars  is  enough;"  and  I 
looked  over  the  rest  of  this  class  of  vessels,  and  you  will  see  they  are 
larger.  I  said  /'If  you  can't  get  them  we  will  get  steamers;"  he 
finally  procured  them.  I  put  it  on  them  to  fit  them  up  just  as  we 
wanted  them  to  sail,  with  berths  and  standees,  Ac,  for  horses.     He 
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¥ed  me  that  he  had  been  accurate  and  particular.  In  fitting  out 
other  expeditions  these  outfits  had  been  at  the  cost  of  the  gov- 
nent. 

uestioD.  Did  the  men  who  made  the  charter  party  fit  them  out? 
jiswer.  I  am  coming  to  that.  In  all  that  the  government  char- 
id  before  this  the  government  did  this  fitting  out.  He  showed 
that  a  good  many  of  these  things  had  been  done  down  in  Boston. 
3  itfr.  Southard  was  one  of  the  smartest  men  I  have  met  for  this 
ig.  When  I  commenced  to  talk  with  him  upon  this  subject  I  said 
im,  *  *  Mr.  Southard,  I  want  you  to  understand  that  I  feel  a  strong 
rest  in  this  controversy  that  we  have  got  into,  and  I  feel  it  to  be 
ity  to  my  country  to  do  it  all  the  service  I  can.  I  am  going  to  do 
oluntarily,  without  any  pay — how  do  you  feel  on  that?''  He 
d  a  little  while,  and  I  said  to  him,  **  Think  it  well  over;  we  ought 
nd  patriotism  enough  in  our  country  to  do  something  for  it  with- 
everybody  making  money  out  of  the  funds  of  the  government." 
said,  *'I  will  give  my  time  to  government,  without  any  pay, 
elp  you  with  this  thing;  there  will  be  no  commission  or  anything 
he  kind  charged."  Now,  whether  he  has  conformed  to  that  is 
him  to  answer  when  he  comes  before  you.  Then  he  went  on  and 
mred  these  vessels.  He  showed  me  a  statement  where  it  had 
from  $1,200  to  $2,000  a  vessel  to  the  government  in  former 
editions  to  fit  them  out.  I  says,  **We  are  not  going  into  any  of 
;  if  I  take  these  vessels  they  have  got  to  be  fitted  to  transport  so 
y  horses  without  any  expense  to  the  government;  when  we  char- 
them  to  carry  troops,  they  have  got  to  be  fitted  up  for  so  many 
ps  without  any  expense  to  the  government;  that  is  their  affair; 
ley  do  not  choose  to  charter  their  ships  for  these  terms  let  them 
so  and  we  will  not  take  them.'-  Upon  those  terms  he  secured 
e  vessels.  I  am  now  speaking  of  the  sailing  vessels.  After  we 
run  along  down  to  four  dollars  a  ton  I  put  them  lower.  You  see 
mid  be  idle  one  day  and  busy  the  next.  There  would  come  an 
ir  from  General  Banks  that  he  wanted  transports  for  so  many 
.es  and  for  so  many  men;  from  time  to  time,  as  they  came  along, 
ould  make  a  selection  from  these  memorandums  of  ships  that  I 
When  a  man  came  in  and  said:  **  I  want  to  charter  a  ship,"  I 
Id  make  a  memorandum  of  it  and  where  she  lay,  <tc.  I  would 
)  up  these  memorandums  and  select  such  a  ship  as  I  thought  best 
this  purpose,  and  when  Southard  came  in  I  would  say,  **  Go  and 
that  vessel."  Finally,  I  thought  they  could  be  got  for  less,  and 
it  it  at  $3  75.  There  was  then  not  a  great  deal  for  our  commerce 
lo.  In  the  first  part  of  the  arrangement  the  government  was  to 
water  and  water  casks  for  these  vessels;  every  other  fixture  was 
>e  at  the  expense  of  these  parties.  I  found  they  were  giving  us 
lonstrous  sight  of  trouble  to  do  that.  The  way  I  got  into  that 
J,  the  government  had  a  large  quantity  of  empty  casks  lying  about 
K)klyn  and  around  the  storehouses.  I  had  ascertained  that  from 
quartermaster,  and  thought  we  might  as  well  use  them  as  not.  I 
Dt  on  and  used  them  all  up  before  the  vessels  I  had  got  under  con- 
ct  were  supplied,  and  I  had  to  buy  a  lot  more,  and  they  cost  5  or 
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6  or  $7,000.  Then  I  stopped  that  and  said,  **I  will  not  bother  with 
this;  there  are  so  many  applicants  that  I  will  make  them  famish 
these  themselves."  I  then  went  on  and  made  the  contracts,  (and  the 
charter-parties  will  tell  exactly  how  they  were  made,)  that  they 
should  furnish  the  water  and  the  casks  for  such  a  number,  of  troope 
at  their  own  expense.  About  the  same  time  it  got  do\vn  to  $3  75 
instead  of  $4  per  ton  per  month,  the  charters  to  run  three  njonths. 
A  great  many  of  the  charter-parties  of  these  vessels  leave  it  optional 
with  us  to  discharge  them  at  any  place  we  are  a-mind  to  within  the 
three  months.  I  thought  I  would  rather  take  that  chance  after  I  got 
into  it,  and  dismiss  them  wherever  I  pleased,  than  to  take  the  chances 
of  delivering  them  at  home;  even  if  we  took  them  for  only  forty  days, 
it  was  better  for  them  to  take  the  hazard  of  getting  home. 

Question.  I  understand,"  then,  that  the  parties  who  chartered  the 
vessels  did  all  this  furnishing  ? 

Answer.     Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  they  furnish  the  navigators  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  everything  of  the  kind.  We  had  nothing  to  dc 
with  that. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  selection  of  the  cap- 
tains, or  anything  of  the  kind  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  nor  did  we  run  any  of  the  risk  of  the  vessel,  ex* 
cept  the  war  risk.  If  it  was  taken  by  a  man-of-war  we  had  to  paj 
for  it;  but  not  for  the  risk  of  the  sea. 

Question.  State,  Mr,  Vanderbilt,  if  you  chartered  the  steamer  Ni- 
agara ;  if  so,  what  was  her  tonnage,  capacity,  age,  &c.  What  dc 
you  know  about  the  vessel  ? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  about  the  vessel,  except'  by  hearsay.  1 
never  saw  the  Niagara  in  my  life.  I  say  I  never  saw  the  Niagara, 
but  I  do  not  want  to  appear  to  try  to  get  out  of  any  responsibility  b> 
saying  that. 

Question.  State  what  you  know  about  her. 

Answer.  The  application  for  the  charter  of  the  Niagara  lay  there 
among  those  of  the  other  steamers.  It  lay  on  my  desk.  The  owner, 
one  day,  applied  for  a  charter  for  her. 

Question.  What  was  his  name  ? 

Answer.  A.  J.  Richardson,  I  believe.  He  represented  her  as  a 
first  quality  vessel.  After  he  so  represented  her  I  spoke  to  the  in- 
spectors. But  you  have  not  got  to  the  inspectors  yet.  There  were 
inspectors  appointed  by  the  War  Department,  as  I  understood,  to  in- 
spect these  vessels.  It  may  be  well  for  me  to  say  here  the  way  I 
came  into  this  matter.  The  Secretary  of  War  telegraphed  me  to  see 
if  I  could  not  come  to  Washington.  I  went  to  Washington.  The 
first  time  I  saw  him  he  intimated  something  about  a  quartermaster's 
position  in  New  York.  But  I  said  to  him,  ** We'll  stop  right  there.  Mr. 
Stanton,  there  is  no  position  in  this  government  that  I  want,  and  none 
that  I  will  take;  no  place  of  emolument  that  I  can  take.''  He  was  deli- 
cate on  that  point  and  stopped  it  right  there.  This  was  before  I  saw 
General  Banks.  Said  I,  *  *Any thing  I  can  do  for  you  I  am  willing  to  do.'' 
Upon  that  we  left.     This  was  late  in  the  eveniug.     It  was  late  when  I 
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got  there.  Says  he,  *  *  I  will  come  and  see  you  in  the  morning."  Says 
I,  *'  Yon  need  not  come;  I  will  come  and  see  you;  what  time  do  you  get 
upT '  *  *  About  nine  o'clock, ' '  he  said.  Well ,  about  that  time  I  went  up 
to  the  War  Department.  Said  he,  *  'I  have  thought  this  thing  over  and 
made  up  my  mind.  Come  and  get  into  the  carriage."  We  went  out 
and  got  into  the  carriage.  We  went  to  see  General  Banks,  and  he 
and  General  Banks  talked  a  minute  or  two  and  called  me  up.  Said 
he,  "This  is  a  secret  expedition  and  no  one  else  is  to  know  it  but  us 
three."  Says  I,  *'No  one  will  know  it  from  me;  I  will  assure  you 
that."  Says  he,  **  I  want  you  to  assist  General  Banks  in  New  York 
in  fitting  it  out."  I  said  I  would  do  that  to  the  best  of  my  ability. 
After  stating  over  where  the  expedition  was  going  we  parted.  His 
interviews  were  short.  There  was  not  much  to  do.  We  parted  with 
an  understanding  that  General  Banks  was  to  leave  that  afternoon  by 
the  afternoon  train  for  New  York.  I  was  going  on  that  train,  and  so 
we  came  on  the  same  train.  At  this  interview  with  the  Secretary  of 
War,  he  said,  **  I  will  have  the  inspectors  appointed  to  inspect  the  ves- 
sels of  this  expedition."  I  said,  '*  That  is  of  no  use,  Mr.  Stanton.  It 
don't  appear  to  be  of  any  kind  of  use  at  all. "  '  *  Why  T '  said  he.  I  said, 
**  Congress  has  already  passed  a  law  that  every  vessel  that  clears 
from  a  custom-house  must  have  her  inspector's  papers.  There  are 
two  inspectors ;  one  for  her  machinery  and  the  other  for  the  sea- 
worthiness of  the  vessel,  fitness  for  a  voyage  &c. ;  and  these  papers 
have  to  be  renewed  every  twelve  months,  or  else  she  cannot  clear 
any  custom-house  Is  not  that  inspection  enough  for  the  government 
for  this  expedition ?"  Says  he,  **  I  don't  know  about  that.  I  would 
like  to  make  this  thing  doubly  sure.  There  will  be  no  harm  in  hav- 
ing them  doubly  inspected."  So  much  for  the  inspectors.  We  then 
came  on,  and  in  a  very  few  days  Commodore  Van  Brunt  came  into 
the  oflSce  with  a  note  from  General  Banks  that  he  was  appointed  in- 
Hptector,  as  I  supposed,  by  the  government,  to  inspect  these  vessels. 
About  the  same  time  General  Banks  asked  me,  **  Do  you  know  a  Mr. 
Haswell  in  New  York?"  **  Very  well,"  I  answered;  ** Charles  H. 
Haswell."  **  Is  he  a  good  man  to  inspect  the  machinery,  &c.,  of  this 
expedition  with  Commodore  Van  Brunt?"  I  said.  **  Yes,  sir,  as 
good  as  you  can  get."  Then  he  said,  **  Well,  I  will  employ  him." 
Those  two  gentlemen  acted  as  the  inspectors  of  these  vessels.  When- 
ever I  took  a  vessel  I  always  took  it  subject  to  that  inspection  by 
these  people,  who  should  go  and  inspect  them.  If  they  did  not  bear 
inspection,  of  course  the  vessels  were  not  chartered.  It  relieved  me 
from  some  trouble.  When  this  Niagara  came  and  the  men  reported 
her  to  me,  I  asked  these  gentlemen  to  go  and  inspect  her  and  see  if 
she  was  what  the  man  reported  her  to  be  ;  and  whether  she  was  fit 
for  this  expedition.  They  did  go  and  so  inspect  her  and  reported  to 
me  that  she  was. 

Question.     (By  Mr.  Morrill.)     Do  you  know  nothing  of  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     I  never  saw  her  in  my  life. 

Question.   Do  you  know  her  history? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     She  was  made  on  the  lakes,  it  turns  out. 
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Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  Did  Mr.  Hj^ssler  and  Commodore  Van 
Brunt  examine,  inspect,  and  report  upon  all  th^se  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Including  the  steamers? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  sailing  ships,  too.  There  was  no  instance 
in  which  they  did  not. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  Did  they  report  in  writing  or  verbally? 

Answer.  Verbally. 

Question.  You  made  no  charters  except  upon  what  they  did  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  but  they  will  stand  right  up  to  what  they  said. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  stowage  of  the  vessels 
or  determining  the  number  of  troops  to  be  put  upon  particular  ves- 
sels? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  We  determined  the  capacity  of  every  vessel. 
That  capacity,  of  these  vessels,  was  determined  by  these  inspectors, 
and  in  no  case  were  they  over-rated.  Now,  I  will  venture  to  say 
that  in  no  case  were  they  over-estimated. 

Question.  You  think  you  can  say  that  in  no  case  were  too  many 
troops  put  on  any  vessel  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  provided  they  had  confined  themselves  to  the 
troops  ;  because  you  will  find  contradictory  evidence  on  that.  They 
will  say  there  were  too  many.  There  might  have  been  too  many,  but 
why  were  there  too  many  ;  because  they  put  other  articles  on  board 
that  they  should  not  have  put  there.  Some  person  ordered  them  to 
be  put  aboard,  but  these  people  could  not  take  them  out.  In  many  in- 
stances we  had  to  relieve  these  vessels.  They  would  come  to  me  and 
say  they  were  too  confined.  I  knew  where  these  vessels  were  going 
to  and  I  confined  them  to  a  light  draft.  I  did  not  give  the  reason 
to  anybody,  but  that  was  my  own  theory.  Therefore,  I  would  make 
up  a  list  of  what  they  should  carry,  allowing  them  to  come  to  that 
draft  of  water.  In  many  instances  these  epauletted  fellows,  as  the  out- 
siders call  them,  would  do  this.  I  would  ask  who  ordered  it.  They 
would  say,  some  fellow  with  epaulettes  ;  and  it  was  bard  to  get  along 
with  them.  This  General  Andrews  has  stopped.  He  is  a  gentle- 
manly, business  man.  For  instance,  a  vessel  was  chartered  to  carry 
300  men,  with  the  necessary  provisions  and  water  for  these  300  men, 
and  nothing  more.  There  have  been  some  instances  where  that  ves- 
sel has  been  so  full  with  stores,  jammed  in,  that  she  neVer  took  a 
man.  But  that  was  the  fault  of  the  quartermaster.  In  other  in- 
stances, again,  we  have  had  to  take  things  out  of  these  vessels.  A 
fellow  would  come  to  me  about  it,  and  I  would  say,  *'Take  it  out ; 
heave  it  ashore  ;  go  and  take  all  that  stuflF  out,  captain;  if  you  will 
let  them  stick  things  in  your  ship  you  have  got  to  take  them  out. 
You  are  not  chartered  for  that  purpose.  Stick  to  what  you  are  going 
to  do.''  But  sometimes  you  will  come  across  a  captain  who  will  let 
these  fellows  overload  the  vessel.  In  a  number  of  instances  they 
did  so,  and  we  had  to  put  it  out.  That  was  the  fault  of  the  quarter- 
master. 
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Question.  Who  was  the  quartermaster  who  had  the  general  charge 
and  directioh  of  that  branch  of  the  business  ? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  know  myself.  There  have  been  three  or 
four  acting-quartermasters  here  since  we  have  been  here — four  or 
five  of  them.  You  must  bear  in  mind  one  thing,  that  is  a  grade  of 
men  you  cannot  expect  a  great  deal  of,  in  the  way  of  business  tact. 
They  are  a  diflferent  kind  of  men  from  business  men.  Some  of  them 
are  very  clever  fellows.  But  as  to  this  man  Andrews,  when  General 
Banks  first  came  here  it  was  a  new  thing  to  him,  and  he  had  a  mon- 
strous sight  on  hand.  He  had  a  very  excellent  man  with  him  named 
Clark,  a  lieutenant  or  quartermaster,  or  something  else.  He  is  now  with 
Oeneral  Banks  in  New  Orleans.  I  said  to  him,  *  *  Clark,  if  you  were 
in  charge  of  this,  or  all  the  men  were  like  you,  we  would  have  had 
no  trouble." 

Question.  Why  is  there  a  blank  in  this  list  as  to  the  tonnage  and 
rates  charged  for  the  steamer  Niagara  ? 

Answer.  When  she  was  chartered  the  charter-party  was  not  made 
out.  She  was  to  receive  the  same  rate  of  pay,  in  proportion,  as  the 
New  Brunswick.  That  is  a  similar  steamer.  She  was  to  receive  in 
proportion  to  the  number  she  took.  They  put  her  down  at  600  peo- 
ple. I  said  immediately,  **She  will  not  take  that.  In  order  to  get 
at  that  we  will  pay  you  the  same  amount,  in  proportion  to  the  busi- 
ness she  does  and  the  people  she  takes,  as  we  pay  the  New  Bruns- 
wick." It  seems  that  this  boat  took  450  men  and  the  New  Bruns- 
wick took  600.     • 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  Were  these  ships  coaled  by  the  gov- 
ernment? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  T^hey  are  coaled  for  20  days;  after  that  they  find 
their  own  coal.  This  paper  says,  '*  the  following  14  vessels  to  furnish 
their  own  coal."  They  are  to  pay  for  their  own  coal,  but  they  are  to 
pay  New  York  prices;  they  have  to  furnish  their  own  coal  wherever 
the  government  may  take  them,  but  if  they  are  in  distant  or  foreign 
countries  they  are  only  to  pay  the  New  York  prices. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  chartering  vessels  for  the 
Du  Pont  or  Port  Royal  expedition,  or  the  Burnside  expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  them.  This  is  the  first 
one  I  had  anything  to  do  with. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  Whose  business  was  it  to  ascertain 
whether  the  men  who  navigated  these  vessels  were  qualified  to  dis- 
charge their  duties  or  not? 

Answer.  The  owners  of  the  vessels. 

Question.  Neither  yourself  nor  Commodore  Van  Brunt  made  any 
inquiries  on  that  subject  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  We  did  not  insure  the  vessel.  They  managed 
their  own  affairs  in  their  own  way.  They  navigated  their  vessels  at 
their  own  risk.  If  they  did  not  do  that  according  to  law  they  would 
forfeit  their  insurance.  I  think  that  is  the  surest  way  to  make  them 
do  their  duty. 

C.  VANDERBILT. 
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New  York,  Tuesday,  December^SOy  1862. 
George  H.  Willis,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows  : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation. 

Answer.  George  H.  Willis  ;  ship-master  is  my  profession.  I  have 
been  in  New  York  for  the  last  year  nearly  all  the  time.  I  have  not 
resided  here,  but  I  have  resided  at  Orange,  New  Jersey,  but  I  have 
been  in  the  city.     I  have  made  it  a  point  to  be  in  town  every  day. 

Question.  Are  you  acquainted  with  any  of  the  vessels  chartered  by 
the  United  States  government  for  what  is  known  as  the  Banks  ex- 
pedition ? 

Answer.  I  have  seen  some  of  them,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  steamer  Niagara  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  regard  her  as  seaworthy,  or  as  having  been  sea- 
worthy at. the  time  she  started  on  that  expedition? 

Answer.  I  regard  her  as  suitable  for  what  she  was  built  for — inland 
navigation.  I  suppose  she  was  built  for  that.  I  should  judge  from 
her  appearance  that  she  was  not  intended  to  navigate  on  the  ocean. 

Question.   Do  you  know  anything  of  her  age  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  nothing  more  than  what  I  have  seen  in  the  news- 
papers. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  followed  the  sea? 

Answer.  Ever  since  I  was  fourteen  years  old,  and  I  am  now  thirty - 
seven.  I  have  been  constantly  at  sea,  with  the  exception  of  the  last 
eighteen  months. 

Question.  Do  you  believe  that  a  prudent  man  would  send  the  Niagara 
to  sea  past  Cape  Hatteras  or  to  the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi  river 
loaded  with  passengers? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  regard  her  as  wholly  unfit  for  an  expedition  of 
that  sort  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  were  you  last  on  board  her  ? 

Answer.  I  have  a  cousin  who  is  a  captain  in  the  50th  Massachusetts 
regiment,  which  was  ordered  to  go  on  board  her,  and  he  wished  me 
to  go  and  see  her  lying  at  pier  51.  He  had  heard  bad  stories  about 
her,  and  wished  to  know  my  opinion  about  her.  I  went  to  see  her 
and  went  aboard  her. 

Question.  What  conclusion  did  you  come  to  when  you  examined 
her? 

Answer.  That  it  was  not  possible  that  the  government  was  going 
to  send  her  around  Cape  Hatteras. 

Question.  Was  she  overloaded  ? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  the  vessel  is  not  suitable  to  go  on  such  a  voyage. 
My  attention  was  called  to  the  Niagara  by  the  fact  of  my  cousin  be- 
ing  ordered  to  go  aboard  of  her,  and  I  went  to  see   her,  and  went 
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over  her.  I  did  not  go  into  the  fore  hold,  for  I  could  not;  but  I  went 
down  into  the  aft  cabin,  where  provisions  were  stored,  or  barrels, 
which  I  supposed  to  contain  provisions.  Then  I  went  on  the  opposite 
wharf  so  as  to  take  a  good  look  at  her  broadside  on.  You  asked  me 
if  I  thought  the  vessel  was  overloaded.  My  reason  for  not  answering 
that  is,  I  consider  that  a  vessel  like  that  is  not  fit  to  ero  outside,  either 
loaded  or  unloaded.  She  was  not  built  for  that  purpose.  In  speaking 
of  that  vessel  being  loaded  or  unloaded,  or  fit  to  go  to  sea,  I  would 
add,  at  this  season  of  the  year,  winter  time. 

GEO.  H.  WILLIS. 


New  York,  Tuesday,  December  30,  1862. 
William  R.  L.  Ward,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.   Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  this  city. 

Question.  Are  you  familiar  with  any  of  the  vessels  employed  by 
the  government  as  transports  for  the  Banks  expedition  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  ones  do  you  know,  sir  ? 

Answer.  The  Niagara,  sir;  no  other. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  known  her? 

Answer.  Three  weeks  ago  last  Sunday,  I  think  it  was.  sir,  when 
she  lay  at  pier  30, North  river. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  her  history  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  except  what  I  have  seen  in  the  papers,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  on  board  of  her  on  that  Sunday  ? 

Answer.  No.  sir. 

Question.  Were  part  of  the  50th  Massachusetts  regiment  on  her 
at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge.  I  did  not  see  a  living  soul  on  hejr 
at  that  time.  I  was  on  the  wharf  at  the  time.  I  was  there  with  my 
son.  I  went  down  with  him.  My  son  is  a  captain  in  the  Massachu- 
setts 50th,  and  while  they  were  at  the  Union  Course,  on  Long  Island, 
at  their  camp,  he  was  frequently  at  my  house.  My  residence  is  near 
Fifth  avenue,  on  west  Sixteenth  street.  He  was  in  the  habit  of 
coming  in  occasionally  and  passing  a  night  with  me.  On  Sunday  it 
was  a  clear,  cold  day.  He  suggested  my  going  with  him  to  the  pier 
to  look  at  this  steamer.  He  said  they  were  to  go  on  the  Niagara. 
As  I  have  been  a  seafaring  man  a  part  of  my  life,  and  have  been 
interested  in  sailing  vessels,  steamers,  and  various  craft,  he  suggested 
my  going  down  to  look  at  her  to  see  what  I  thought  of  her.  I  then 
Imew  nothing  of  her.  I  went  with  him  on  the  wharf  about  four 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  looked  at  her  perhaps  two  minutes. 
That  was  quite  enough  to  satisfy  me  in  regard  to  the  vessel.  I  did 
not  go  aboard.  She  was  very  deep  in  the  water.  The  pier  was 
covered  with  barrels  apparently  destined  for  her.     She  was  heavily 
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loaded.     I  glanced  at  her  bow  and  stern  about  two  minutes,  and  was 
satisfied  about  the  vessel,  and  declined  going  on  board. 

Question.  What  was  the  judgment  you  formed  of  her  ? 

Answer.  That  she  was  totally  unfit  for  transporting  troops  outside 
of  New  York  harbor,  or  any  harbor.  I  then  left,  and  I  believe  I 
expressed  myself  pretty  clearly  to  my  son.  I  told  him  on  my  return 
to  my  house,  after  thinking  it  over,  as  I  did  not  like  to  excite  any 
unnecessary  alarm  in  him,  though  I  knew  he  was  slightly  acquainted 
with  vessels.  I  suggested  to  him  and  urged  him  to  go  out  to  his  com- 
pany the  next  morning  and  see  his  colonel,  and  tell  him  that  the  ves- 
sel was,  in  my  opinion,  totally  unfit  for  transporting  troops.  I  knew 
he  was  from  the  interior  of  Massachusetts,  and  thought  that  he  was 
probably  unaccustomed  to  vessels,  while  I  had  had  a  life-long  experi- 
ence in  vessels,  and  knew,  perhaps,  more  on  that  subject  than  he  did. 
I  told  him  to  ask  the  colonel  to  think  twice  before  he  took  the 
responsibility  of  ordering  his  men  on  board  such  a  craft  as  that ;  that 
I  considered  her  unfit,  and  at  this  time  of  the  y^ar  a  very  dangerous 
vessel  to  go  outside  of  the  harbor.  The  next  morning  (Monday)  he 
went  out.  About  mid-day  the  colonel,  lieutenant  colonel,  and  major, 
came  into  my  oflRce,  on  Cedar  street,  near  Broadway.  They  seemed 
to  be  excited.  The  colonel  asked  me  to  give  my  opinion  of  the  ves- 
sel. I  did  so,  in  very  strong  language,  perhaps  too  strong  to  be  re- 
ported here  ;  but  I  told  him  that  if  she  went  on,  in  my  estimation, 
she  would  never  see  port  again — that  she  would  prove  their  coflSn. 
It  was  my  firm  conviction.  That  was  the  purport  of  what  I  said.  He 
asked  what  I  knew  of  her.  I  told  him  I  saw  her  model,  and  I  knew 
at  once  that  she  was  an  old  lake  craft.  She  had  two  heights  of  cabins  ; 
that  is  more  than  any  sea-going  vessel  ever  has.  I  lived  on  the  lakes 
a  good  many  years,  and  owned  vessels  there.  I  told  him  he  had  bet- 
ter take  some  steps.  He  asked  what  steps  were  necessary — whether 
he  should  protest?  He  suggested  that  a  committee  of  survey  should 
be  called  upon  her,  as  he  should  like  to  know  whether  I  was  right  or 
wrong.  He  asked  if  I  would  act  on  that  board  of  survey.  I  said  I 
would,  if  desired  ;  but,  as  my  son  was  to  go  aboard,  and  I  had  an 
interest,  I  would  prefer  some  one  else .  I  said  I  would  serve,  but  I 
was  acquainted  with  many  ship-builders  and  experienced  men  whose 
reputation  was  well  established  in  this  city,  who  could  examine  her. 
He  expressed  himself  satisfied,  and  left  my  office.  I  saw  nothing 
more  of  him.  In  two  or  three  days  my  son  came  in  from  camp,  and 
told  me,  to  my  surprise,  that  the  colonel  had  not  ordered  a  board  of 
survey,  but  had  been  talking  with  some  of  the  parties,  and  they  had 
made  the  rough  places  appear  smooth,  and  satisfied  him ;  and  the 
regiment  was  going  aboard.  I  felt  very  badly  about  it,  but  said 
nothing  at  the  time.  On  the  following  Friday,  my  son  told  me  that 
they  were  ordered  to  go  aboard  that  day  about  noon.  She  laid  off  in 
the  harbor,  near  Buttermilk  channel,  just  abreast  of  Hamilton  Ferry, 
Brooklyn.  About  one  o'clock  they  were  to  embark.  I  went  down 
beforehand.  The  troops  marched  down  and  went  aboard  a  tug-boat, 
to  come  aboard  the  steamer.  I  did  not  feel  satisfied,  and  took  a  small 
boat,  which  I  hired,  from  the  shore,  and  went  in  advance  about  fifteen 
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minutes.  The  colonel  and  field  oiBcers  went  aboard.  I  took  a  sur- 
vey of  the  vessel  generally,  down  and  np,  and  all  over,  and  was  sat- 
isfied that  she  was  a  good  deal  worse  than  I  first  thought  her.  When 
my  son  came  aboard,  his  was  the  flank  company  ;  he  came  aboard 
first  with  his  men.  I  don't  know  whether  I  told  him  to  put  his  men 
down  below  in  the  hold,  or  not,  but  I  think  I  suggested  it ;  but  I  was 
a  good  deal  excited.  At  any  rate,  he  took  his  men  down  into  the 
hold.  There  were  berths  fitted  there.  It  was  a  hard  place  to  put 
men  into.  The  floor  was  covered  over  with  barrels,  and  you  could 
not  stand  erect,  of  course,  as  the  height  was  not  great  enough. 
Around  the  skin  of  the  vessel  were  rough  berths,  and  in  the  centre  ' 
were  two  rows  of  berths  built  up,  calculated  to  hold  three  men.  He 
put  his  company  there.  Forty-odd  of  his  company  were  seafaring 
men,  raised  in  Massachusetts,  who  knew  what  vessels  were.  The 
stowage  I  thought  rather  hard.  After  getting  his  men  placed,  he 
came  on  deck  and  said,  *' Father,  my  men  are  very  uneasy.  You 
know  I  have  over  forty  old  sailors  in  my  company,  and  they  say  the 
deck  beams  have  started  four  inches  on  the  side.  I  wish  you  would 
come  down  and  look  it  over.''  I  said,  **No,  I  have  seen  enough  ;  it 
makes  me  sick.  But  you  are  in  the  scrape,  my  son,  and  you  must 
go."  But  I  finally  went  down  with  him.  I  looked  up  and  saw  the 
beams,  and,  at  all  events,  my  statements  or  previous  opinions  were 
confirmed. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  What  did  you  see  on  the  beams? 

Answer.  I  saw  what  struck  me  that  her  beams  had  been  fixed — 
painted  and  cased  over,  and  fixed  up.  I  looked  but  a  moment.  I 
was  sick  with  the  appearance  of  her  timbers,  frame,  and  everything 
about.     I  went  right  up  again. 

Question.  State  what  you  saw.  • 

Answer.  I  cannot  describe  what  I  saw.  I  saw  paint  and  a  deck 
beam.  One  man  said,  * 'Look  there  !''  I  glanced  up,  but  I  cannot 
say  what  I  saw.  I  could  not  testify  that  I  saw  that  the  deck  beams 
were  started;  but  I  saw  that  the  whole  appearance  was  that  she  had 
been  fixed  up  for  a  certain  purpose.  I  immediately  went  on  deck, 
and  said  I  did  not  want  to  see  anything  more.  I  am  sorry  now  that 
I  did  not  pay  close  attention.  I  then  came  ashore.  The  colonel 
finding  that  there  were  too  many  men,  five  companies,  immediately 
ordered  one  company  on  board  the  tug  boat,  to  be  taken  ashore.  The 
vessel,  with  all  these  men  and  freight  on  it,  was  very  deep  in  the 
water.  On  Saturday,  the  next  day,  I  went  on  board  again,  and  about 
noon,  or  in  the  afternocMi.  By  the  way,  I  should  say  that  when  I  was 
on  board,  before  the  soldiers  were  aboard,  I  got  into  conversation  with 
the  captain  of  the  steamer.  He  was  an  elderly  man,  and  struck  me 
as  a  very  singular  man  to  put  in  charge  of  a  steamer.  He  may  be  all 
right.  I  asked  him  :  **  Captain,  do  you  know  about  this  craft  that 
you  have  charge  of?"  He  answered,  "No;  but  I  have  seen  her  bot- 
tom."    I  did  not  know  exactly  what  he  meant. 

Question.  Was  his  name  John  Dorry  ? 
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Answer.  I  do  not  know.  He  was  an  old  man,  and  I  judged  from 
his  appearance  that  he  had  seen  better  days;  whether  he  was  intem- 
perate or  not  I  don't  know,  though  I  have  heard  something  of  the 
kind.  He  looked  pretty  well  that  day  when  I  asked  him,  **Captain, 
do  you  know  about  this  vessel?''  He  said  '*No  ;  but  I  have  seen 
her  bottom. "  I  said,  **  Have  you  ever  sailed  in  her?"  **  No,  sir." 
*  *  What  sort  of  a  bottom  has  she  T '  I  asked.  *  *  That' s  all  right, ' '  said 
he.  I  said,  smilingly,  **I  notice  that  you  have  spongoons  on  the 
sides  of  this  craft. "  *' Yes,"  said  he,  ** I  had  those  put  on."  Said 
I,  **  Do  you  think  you  are  going  to  improve  her  in  that  way?"  He 
made  some  indefinite  answer,  and  turned  on  his  heel.  I  saw  it  was 
of  no  use  to  talk  to  him.  He  had  his  instructions,  or  knew  what  to 
say,  I  thought.  On  Saturday  I  took  my  son  on  board,  and  took  him 
around,  and  talked  to  him  plainly.  I  said,  *  *You  had  better  take  a 
berth  on  the  starboard  side,  because  in  going  down  the  coast  the 
wav^s  will  come  on  the  other  side.  You  take  one  of  the  life-pre- 
servers and  hide  it  under  your  berth,  as  there  are  but  very  few.  The 
chances  are  that  you  will  have  to  swim  for  it.  I  doubt  whether  any 
of  you  will  ever  see  land  again.  You  will  have  to  swim  for  it.  The 
first  time  this  vessel  comes  into  a  sea — and  it  will  not  require  a  gale 
either — you  must  calculate  to  go  to  the  bottom,  or  swim  for  it.  Take 
care  of  that  life-preserver,  and  do  not  let  anybody  know  that  you 
have  it."  I  went  away;  and  about  half-past  three  o'clock^  in  the  after- 
noon I  went  on  board.  They  were  discharging  freight  then  in  a 
lighter.  The  captain  said  she  had  too  much  on,  as  I  was  told.  In  a 
few  minutes  the  lighter  was  towed  to  somewhere  on  the  pier.  I  left 
her,  I  believe,  in  the  last  boat,  or  one  of  the  last  boats.  One  thing 
more  I  would  here  relate  in  regard  to  that  vessel  :  it  was  loaded  so 
deep  that  the  captain  ordered  this  freight,  belonging  to  the  regiment, 
to  be  taken  off ;  and  when  I  went  alongside  in  a  little  White  Hall 
boat,  I  stepped  from  that  boat  directly  on  the  guards  of  the  vessel. 
For  a  vessel  to  leave  here  loaded  down  in  that  way  in  December  is 
rather  sharp  practice,  I  think.  I  thought  it  was  an  inhuman  piece  of 
business  to  send  men  outside  in  such  a  craft  in  midsummer, much  more 
in  winter.  Perhaps  I  may  show  a  little  feeling,  but  my  son  is  as  dear 
to  me  as  any  one  else.  I  could  not  restrain  myself  from  speaking 
plainly.  I  saw  on  her  engine  that  it  was  branded  or  stamped  "1849," 
which  showed  that  it  was  an  old  engine.  I  looked  around  to  see  the 
maker's  name,  which  is  generally  put  on,  together  with  the  year, 
and  I  discovered  the  figures  *'  1849"  cast  on  the  frame. 

Question.  You  formed  your  opinion  from  her  general  appearance  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  You  can  tell  by  the  appearance  of  a  vessel 
what  her  age  and  condition  is.  The  model  of  this  vessel  was  of  the 
style  of  fifteen  or  twenty  years  ago,  square  stern,  <fec.  Her  wood- 
work seemed  to  be.  rotten.  She  had  every  indication  of  being  an  old 
vessel,  and  one  that  had  been  used  hard.     The  joints  were  loose.    . 

W.  R.  L.   WARD. 
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New  York,  Tuesday,  Dec.  30,  1862. 

Bbioadieb  Qenebal  George  L.  Andrews  being  duly  sworn,  testi- 
fied as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  General  Andrews,  please  state  what  connexion  you  had 
with  fitting  out  the  Banks  expedition. 

Answer.  I  was  ordered  to  report  to  General  Banks  upon  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  War  at  the  time  I  received  my  appointment. 
I  reported  to  him  about  the  17th  of  November.  I  had  nothing  very 
special,  nothing  worth  mentioning  now,  to  do  with  the  expedition, 
until  a  short  time  before  we  left,  when  he  called  me  and  said  that  he 
should  desire  me  to  take  charge  of  the  remainder  of  the  expedition 
after  his  departure. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  procuring  transports  for 
the  troops  of  his  expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  up  to  that  time. 

Question.  Do  you  consider  yourself  capable  of  determining  as  to 
the  character  of  transport  vessels  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  not  familiar  enough  with  this  subject? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  at  all. 

Question.   Were  you  ever  on  board  the  Niagara? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  never  was  on  board  of  her. 

Question.  Did  Colonel  Messer,  or  any  other  officers  of  the  Massa- 
chusetts 50th,  object  to  you  to  that  regiment,  or  a  portion  of  it, 
being  embarked  on  that  vessel  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  a  portion  of  it  being  embarked,  but  as  to  how 
lai^e  a  portion  should  be  embarked  upon  it.  Colonel  Messer  stated 
that  he  thought  the  number  assigned  to  the  vessel  was  too  large.  I 
told  him  to  march  his  troops  on  board  the  vessel  according  to  the 
order,  and  the  inspecting  officer  would  determine  whether  it  was  too 
large  or  not.  He  marched  his  troops  aboard  and  the  inspecting  offi- 
cer determined  that  it  was  too  large  a  number,  and  a  part  was  taken 
oflF. 

Question.  Who  determined  the  stowage  of  the  vessels  and  what 
was  to  go  on  this  vessel  and  on  that? 

Answer.  The  assignments  were  generally  made  by  myself,  except 
in  smaller  matters;  but  the  quartermaster  was  strictly  forbidden  to 
put  anything  on  board  a  vessel  without  the  sanction  of  an  inspecting 
officer. 

Question.  Who  was  that  inspecting  officer? 

Answer.   Commodore  Van  Brunt. 

Question.  Was  Commodore  Van  Brunt  consulted  as  to  the  number 
of  persons  that  should  goon  board  each  transport? 

Answer.  He  was,  in  this  way,  sir:  I  was  in  the  habit  of  calling 
upon  Commodore  Vanderbilt,  agreeable  to  my  instructions,  for  such  a 
number  of  troops  of  such  a  regiment.  The  commodore  then  sent  me 
the  name  of  the  vessel,  her  capacity,  and  where  she  lay.     I  then  sat 
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down  and  wrote  a  note,  saying  to  him  that  such  and  such  were  the 
assignments  for  these  vessels.  This  letter  I  wrote  to  Commodore 
Vanderbilt,and  I  sent  a  copy  of  that  letter  to  Commodore  Van  Brunt, 
with  an  indorsement  on  it,  *  *  communicated  to  Commodore  Van  Brunt 
for  his  information.''  I  also  sent  a  copy  to  Captain  Putnam,  the 
principal  quartermaster,  and  kept  a  copy  myself.  In  that  copy  sent 
to  him  Captain  Putnam  was  directed  to  have  the  inspection  made  by 
the  inspecting  officer  before  anything  was  put  on  board.  After  the 
troops  were  put  on  board  Captain  Putnam  was  required  to  have 
another  inspection  as  to  the  state  of  the  cargo,  &c. 

Question.  Was  Commodore  Van  Brunt  to  make  both  these  inspec- 
tions ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  both  before  and  after  the  troops  went  on  board. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  did  inspect  the  vessels  in  that 
way? 

Answer.  That  has  been  my  impression.  I  could  not  swear  posi- 
tively that  he  did  do  so,  but  that  was  the  understanding  upon  my 
part  at  least. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  made  any  thorough  examina- 
tion of  the  vessels  to  determine  their  seaworthiness,  or  whether  any 
one  did? 

Answer.  It  was  impossible  for  me  to  give  my  personal  attention  to 
this  matter  so  as  to  answer  this  question  from  observation.  The 
duties  that  I  had  to  do  about  the  office  were  such  that  it  was  impos- 
sible for  me  to  know,  except  from  what  he  told  me,  which  I  have  no 
doubt  was  perfectly  correct.  He  stated  to  me  that  he  did  examine 
the  vessels;  that  as  fo  the  Niagara  in  particular,  he  had  an  unusual 
opportunity  to  see  her  condition,  her  bottom,  &c.,  and  he  had  had  a 
Mr.  Haswell  on  board  to  assist  him  in  inspecting  the  vessel. 

Question.  Mr.  Haswell  is  a  machine  inspector? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  an  engine  inspector.  He  had  also  Mr.  Southard, 
who  is  highly  spoken  of  as  a  competent  judge  of  the  seaworthiness 
of  vessels  to  assist  him  in  inspecting  vessels.  Whether  he  employed 
him  upon  that  vessel  or  not  I  do  not  know;  but  I  recollect  Commodore 
Van  Brunt  stating  to  me  in  regard  to  that  vessel  that  he  had  had  an 
unusual  opportunity  for  examining  her  on  account  of  her  being  on 
the  stocks  receiving  repairs. 

Question.  Did  he  say  to  you  that  he  examined  her  timbers? 

Answer.  He  did  not  say  that  expressly.  He  did  not  give  me  any 
details  as  to  the  examination;  but  I  understood  him  to  have  inspected 
her  to  his  entire  satisfaction,  he  having  had  a  better  opportunity 
than  usual  on  account  of  her  being  on  the  stocks  receiving  repairs. 
I  also  called  particular  attention  to  that  vessel,  in  consequence  of 
Colonel  Messer's  representations  to  me  in  regard  to  the  number.  The 
seaworthiness  of  the  vessel  was  never  called  in  question  to  me  by 
Colonel  Messer. 

Question.  Nor  by  Lieutenant  Colonel  Locke  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  it. 

Question.  Nor  by  Colonel  Ward  nor  Captain  Duncan? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  recollect  it.     It  is  possible  that  some- 
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thing  might  have  slipped  into  conversation  about  it,  but  I  do  not 
remember  it.  But  I  do  recollect  about  the  number  being  specified  to 
be  too  great,  and  that  was  the  point  to  which  I  called  particular 
attention.  The  note  I  think  I  wrote  was  addressed  to  Captain  Put- 
nam, telling  him  to  be  sure  to  have  that  matter  carefully  looked  to. 

Question.  By  what  rule  were  you  governed  in  assigning  troops  to 
a  vessel ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  special  rule,  sir,  except  to  adapt  the  troops 
as  far  as  I  could  to  the  capacity  of  the  vessel  as  nearly  as  I  could 
arrive  at  it.  I  stated  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt  that  there  had  been 
a  good  deal  of  trouble  about  over-estimating  the  capacity  of  vessels, 
and  that  I  desired  to  arrive  at  some  system  if  possible  by  which  that 
could  be  avoided.  I  have,  however,  had  to  take  as  nearly  as  I  could 
his  estimate  of  it.  He  has  been  in  the  office  with  Commodore  Van 
Brunt,  and  they  have  consulted  together;  but  I  have  invariably  re- 
quired an  inspection  before  the  troops  go,  and  if  Commodore  Van 
Brunt  said  the  number  of  troops  was  too  great  or  was  not  entirely 
satisfactory,  they  were  ordered  to  be  taken  oflF,  no  matter  what  opinion 
ought  have  been  entertained  by  anybody  else. 

Question.  When  the  number  of  troops  was  fixed  did  you  also 
determine  the  amount  of  stores  to  go  on  board? 

Answer.  That  was  left  in  this  way.  In  my  note  to  Commodore 
Vanderbilt  I  stated  that  troops  will  take  their  camp  and  garrison 
equipage,  and  that  they  will  take  60  or  30  days'  rations,  according  as 
it  is  a  sailing  or  a  steam  vessel,  and  officers'  baggage  and  stores;  and  if 
there  be  any  small  matters  that  can  be  put  on  board  that  the  vessel 
has  room  for,  the  quartermaster  may  do  so,  provided  the  inspe^cting 
oflScer  will  sanction  it. 

Question.  It  appears  from  the  testimony  already  before  the  com- 
mittee that  there  was  a  large  amount  of  barrels  and  stores  on  the 
Niagara  at  the  time  that  you  ordered  the  six  companies  of  the  Massa- 
chusetts 50th  to  embark  on  that  vessel.  Did  you  know  the  amount 
of  stores  that  would  be  received  on  board? 

Answer.  I  did  not,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  know  afterwards  the  amount  of  stores  that  had 
been  put  on  or  was  to  be  put  on  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not,  beyond  the  fact  that  the  quantity  of  stores  was 
stated  to  be  large,  and  my  understanding  was  that  a  good  part  of  it 
belonged  to  the  troops  that  were  to  go  on  board,  and  it  was  in  con- 
sequence of  a  lack  of  proper  regulations  in  regard  to  the  amount  of 
camp  and  garrison  equipage  and  other  baggage  that  troops  should  be 
allowed  to  take.  I  recollect  stating  that  if  the  case  had  been  a  new 
one,  where  I  had  the  control  of  the  expedition  from  the  beginning, 
I  should  have  had  everything  inspected  before  it  went  on.  But  as 
that  was  not  the  custom  of  General  Banks,  I  preferred  to  pursue  the 
same  course  that  he  had  done. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  Jersey  Blue  ? 

Answer.  I  recollect  that  was  one  of  the  vessels  that  sailed. 

Question.  Was  she  a  propeller  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so.     She  was  a  steam  vessel. 
Eep.  Com.  75 3 
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Question.  Do  you  know  what  troops  embarked  on  her  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  now  tell  you. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  any  doubts  expressed  as  to  her  sea- 
worthiness? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember  any.  General  insinuations  have  been 
made,  from  time  to  time,  by  different  parties,  with  which  I  did  not 
charge  my  mind,  as  to  the  different  vessels.  I  do  not  remember  any 
specific  charges  as  to  the  Jersey  Blue. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  the  steamer  M.  Sandford? 

Answer.  The  E.  M.  Sandford,  sir,  sailed  before  I  took  charge.  I 
had  nothing  to  do  with  her.  A  list  of  troops  was  left  with  me  that 
were  expected  to  accompany  General  Banks,  and  another  list  that  I 
was  expected  to  forward.  On  the  list  expected  to  accompany  Gene^ 
ral  Banks  the  regiments  and  the  vessels  to  which  they  were  assigned 
were  stated  with  an  approximation  to  the  number  of  troops  to  each; 
and  the  E.  M.  Sandford  was  put  down  to  the  ld6th  New  York,  813 
men.  [Examining  document.]  I  find  on  my  list  of  troops  which 
would  probably  be  left,  and  which  I  was  to  forward,  six  companies 
of  the  50th  Massachusetts,  to  the  Niagara — 540  men.  The  number 
on  this  list  has  apparently  been  since  changed  from  500  to  540. 
After  the  Niagara  is  a  note  of  interrogation.  What  that  refers  to  I 
don't  know.  It  was  put  there  by  the  same  party  who  made  this 
paper,  whoever  that  was. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  parties  from  whom  these 
vessels  were  chartered  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  whatever. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anythii^;  of  the  parties  from  whom  they 
were  chartered  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Under  what  instructions  did  you  act  in  this  connexion  7 

Answer.  I  acted  under  instructions  furnished  by  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Irwin,  of  General  Banks's  staff,  by  direction  of  General  Banks.  I 
will  read  the  following  extracts.  The  date  is  December  2,  1862: 
'*The  commanding  general  directs  as  follows:  After  his  departure, 
which  will  probably  take  place  to-morrow,  you  will  assume  command 
of  all  that  portion  of  the  expedition  which  remains  here  and  in  the 
States  of  New  Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  and  New 
York.  ♦  ♦  *  *  A  list  of  the  troops  of  the  expedition  which 
will  probably  be  left  here  is  annexed.  Use  every  exertion  to  send 
forward  all  these  troops  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  Commo- 
dore Vanderbilt,  whose  oflHce  is  at  No.  ^  Bowling  Green,  has  been 
intrusted  by  the  government  with  the  duty  of  providing  all  the  trans- 
portation required  for  the  expedition.  *  *  ♦  Give  sealed  orders 
of  destination  to  the  masters  of  the  transports,  to  be  opened  at  sea. 
*  *  *  Each  vessel  should  have  from  30  to  60  days'  rations  for  the 
troops  that  go  with  her,  and  the  troops  should  take  medical  stores 
for  three  months."  These  were  the  only  instructions  I  had  from 
General  Banks.  It  was  Colonel  Holabird  who  informed  me  that  Com- 
modore Van  Brunt  was  the  inspecting  officer;  I  had  no  instructions 
from  any  one  else  that  such  was  the  case.     General  Banks  left  in 
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considerable  haste,  and  I  found  full  occupation  for  a  few  days  in  get- 
ting hold  of  the  business  that  I  had  to  attend  to.  Some  disturbances 
occurred  among  the  troops  down  at  the  camp  that  I  had  to  attend  to, 
and  I  found  that  I  had  all  that  I  could  do.  I  had  a  conversation  with 
Commodore  Vanderbilt,  which  I  have  already  mentioned,  with  regard 
to  fixing  upon  some  system  by  which  the  proper  number  of  troops 
and  the  proper  quantity  of  stores  to  go  on  board  a  vessel  should  be 
determined,  so  that  I  should  avoid  as  much  as  possible  ordering  a 
part  of  the  troops  on  board  and  being  obliged  to  leave  the  rest,  thus 
breaking  up  the  regiments.  I  had  also  a  conversation  with  Commo- 
dore Van  Brunt  in  which  I  stated  to  him  that  I  was  unwilling,  with 
my  knowledge  of  transportation,  to  assume  any  responsibility  what- 
ever with  regard  to  the  sea- worthiness  of  vessels  or  what  was  the 
proper  load.  It  was  a  matter  of  which  I  knew  nothing;  and,  so  far 
as  my  knowledge  went,  there  were  very  few  officers  in  the  army  who 
did  know  much  about  it.  Some  quartermasters  might  have  knowledge 
in  that  line,  but  it  was  not  usually  to  be  expected  from  a  general 
officer,  and  my  course  would  be  to  have  the  vessels  selected  by  Com- 
modore Vanderbilt,  and  then  have  them  inspected  by  him;  and  such 
us  he  said  the  vessels  were,  so  I  should  take  it  for  granted  they  were, 
sea  worthy  or  unsea- worthy,  as  the  case  might  be. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  State  whether  you  gave  Commodore 
Van  Brunt  to  understand  this  at  the  time  the  vessels  were  employed^ — 
whether  he  was  notified? 

Answer.  Not  before  the  sailing  of  General  Banks.  I  took  the  com- 
mand while  some  of  the  vessels  were  in  process  of  being  loaded.  I 
had  the  conversation  with  Commodore  Van  Brunt  soon  after  General 
Banks  sailed.  The  Niagara  and  the  Jersey  Blue  were  both  vessels 
that  had  been  selected  before  I  took  command. 

Question.  (By  the  Chairman.)  Who  selected  the  navigators,  the 
commanders  of  these  vessels,  and  determined  as  to  their  capacity  for 
navigating? 

Answer.  That  I  could  not  state;  I  do  not  know.  I  regarded  it 
myself  as  a  part  of  Commodore  Vanderbilt' s  duty. 

GEO.  L.  ANDREWS, 
Brigadier  Oeneral  of  Folunteera. 


New  York,  December  30,  1862. 
Ambrose  Sxow,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  tlie  chairman. 

Question.  Be  kind  enough  to  state  your  name,  age,  residence,  and 
occupation. 

Answer.  Ambrose  Snow,  of  the  firm  of  Snow  &  Burgess,  of  New 
York.     My  residence  is  in  Brooklyn. 

Question .  What  business  is  your  firm  engaged  in  ? 
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.  Answer.  Shipping  and  commercial  business.     We  are  ship -owners, 
Ac. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  that  business  ? 

Answer.  Some  10  years. 

Question.  Has  your  attention  been  attracted  to  the  vessels  engaged 
for  the  transportation  of  troops  of  the  United  States  army  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  The  subject  has  interested  ship-owners  and 
those  having  ships  to  charter  to  government. 

Question.  Have  you  furnished  any  vessels  to  government  for  the 
Banks  expedition  ? 

Answer.  For  Banks* s  expedition  we  furnished  not  our  own  ship, 
but  from  us  was  chartered  the  ship  Montebello,  a  sailing  ship.  We 
chartered  her  some  three  weeks  ago;  I  cannot  give  the  exact  date. 
She  is  now  at  Fortress  Monroe. 

Question.  At  what  rate  was  she  chartered  ? 

Answer.  At  $3  75  cents  per  ton  per  month. 

Question.  To  whom  did  you  charter  her  ?  Whp  was  the  agent  of 
the  government  who  chartered  her  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Vanderbilt  seemed  to  be  the  party  who  chartered  the 
ship;  but  Mr.  Southard  seemed  to  act  rather  as  the  agent.  He  was 
the  man  we  had  to  apply  to  to  procure  the  charter.  Through  hira 
we  got  the  charter.  He  was  the  only  party  we  could  apply  to  or  do 
anyUiing  with,  as  it  seemed  to  us.     I  mean  Mr.  T.  J.  Southard. 

Question.  What  was  the  tonnage  of  the  Montebelio  ? 

Answer.  1,050  tons. 

Question.  Did  you  furnish  any  other  vessel  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  the  ship  Jenny  Beales  has  been  generally  in  our 
hands,  and  was  chartered,  but  not  directly  from  us;  but  the  owner  of 
her  chartered  her. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  any  percentage  to  secure  the  charter? 

Answer.  We  paid  five  per  cent,  to  Mr.  Southard. 

Question.  Was  the  usual  rate  at  which  charged  in  cases  of  this 
kind? 

Answer.  That  was  all  that  I  have  any  knowledge  of  his  charging — 
five  per  cent. 

Question.  Was  that  the  usual  rate  at  which  he  charged? 

Answer.  That  was  the  regular  charge  he  made,  so  far  as  our 
knowledge  went — five  per  cent. 

Question.  Were  you  the  owner  of  the  Montebelio? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  we  were  not  the  owners. 

Question.  You  acted  as  ship-brokers  ? 

Answer,  We  acted  as  ship-brokers.  We  are  also  ship-owners  to  a 
large  extent. 

Question.  You  also  charged  a  second  amount  to  the  owners  ? 

Answer.  We  have  an  agreement  of  our  own  with  the  owners.  In 
a  case  of  this  kind  it  is  generally  a  matter  of  agreement.  Where  a 
large  commission  has  to  be  paid  for  a  charter  like  that,  it  is  generally 
an  outside  matter. 

Question.  Do  you  consider  that  $3  75  per  ton  per  month  is  a  fair 
rate  ?     Was  it  above  or  below  the  market  rate  at  the  time  ? 
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Answer.  That  is  as  low,  probably,  as  the  ships  could  be  procured. 
It  might  be  possible  to  get  them  for  less,  but  that  would  depend  oH 
the  business. 

Question.  This  five  per  cent,  was  that  per  cent,  on  the  whole  amount 
received  by  the  charter  party  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  on  the  whole  amount.  With  these  charters 
ike.  government  guarantees  to  keep  the  ship  three  months,  and  the 
five  per  cent,  would  be  upon  that  three  months  or  longer,  if  the  gov- 
ernment kept  it  longer. 

Question.  What  was  the  general  character  of  the  sailing  vessels 
employed  for  the  Banks  expedition? 

Answer.   I  think  their  general  character  was  good. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  that  were  unseaworthy  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge  of,  any  that  were  unseaworthy. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  Niagara? 

Answer.   Only  by  reputation. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  propeller  Jersey  Blue  ? 

Answer.   Only  by  common  talk. 

Question.  Are  you  in  the  steamship  business? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  furnished  other  vessels  for  the  other  expedi- 
tions? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  but  we  never  have  been  able  to  fumiRh  but  one. 
We  furnished  one  of  our  ships  to  go  to  Port  Royal. 

Question.  Who  was  the  government  agent  in  that  instance? 

Answer.  That  was  from  the  quartermaster.  Colonel  Tompkins. 

Question.  At  what  rate? 

Answer.  We  furnished  that  ship  for  the  round  sum  of  $5,000. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  any  per  cent,  then  to  secure  it? 

Answer.  We  paid  a  per  cent,  to  a  broker  who  came  and  named  the 
mte,  Ac,  to  us.  fie  was  a  regular  broker.  It  was  two  and  a  half 
per  cent. 

Question.  That  you  regarded  as  a  legitimate  transaction  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  we  did. 

Question.  Did  you  consider  this  of  Southard  a  legitimate  and  fair 
transaction  ? 

Answer.  Ship-owners  did  not  consider  it  a  legitimate  or  fair  trans- 
action. It  would,  perhaps,  be  proper  for  me  to  explain.  We  sup- 
posed it  should  be  open  for  all  ship-owners  to  offer  their  ships  fbr 
whatever  they  could  afford,  and  the  government  accept  or  not  as  it 
choose. 

Question.  Who  furnished  the  navigators  or  captains  for  these  ves- 
sels ?     Was  it  the  owners  ? 

Answer.  All  the  sailing  ships  have  captains  attached  to  them,  who 
are  thorough  navigators,  who  have  made  long  voyages  and  are  expe- 
rienced men.  They  are  always  attached  to  the  sailing  ships.  The 
sailing  ships  are  obliged  to  have  so  many  navigators;  three  navi« 
gators  on  board,  or  otherwise  their  insurance  is  vitiated  with  the 
underwriters;  that  is  a  stipulation;  they  don't  go  to  sea  without 
iiitable  navigators. 
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Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  steps  were  taken  by  any  gov- 
ernment employes  or  quartermasters  or  agents  of  any  description  to 
ascertain  whether  these  vessels  were  furnished  with  the  necessary 
charts,  officers,  instruments,  &c.,  necessary  to  navigate? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  never  heard  of  any  steps  of  that  kind  being 
taken. 

Question.  Would  it  not  have  been  as  easy  for  the  government  to 
have  made  its  contracts  directly  with  the  ship-owners  as  through  the 
intervention  of  an  agent,  and  would  not  that  have  been  as  safe  to 
the  government  as  to  have  acted  through  the  intervention  of  Mr. 
Southard? 

Answer.  We  supposed  that  the  proper  way  for  the  government  to 
have  procured  these  vessels  would  have  been  through  the  quarter- 
master, who  is  constantly  chartering  vessels  for  the  government. 

Question.  Who  is  the  quartermaster  in  charge  ? 

Answer.  Colonel  Tompkins  has  been  removed.  Captain  Stinson  is 
a  very  capable  man  and  has  had  charge  of  that. 

Question.  Have  any  of  the  contracts  made  with  the  quartermaster's 
department  been  such  as  would  require  or  warrant  the  taking  from 
this  quartermaster's  department  of  this  branch  of  business? 

Answer.  The  general  opinion  of  ship-owners  here,  and  that  is  the 
understanding  in  getting  these  charters,  that  the  business  has  been 
done  very  correctly  indeed  with  the  quartermaster  here.  They 
regard  Captain  Stinson  as  a  very  honorable,  fair,  straightforward  man, 
who  looks  closely  to  the  interests  of  the  government  in  procuring 
charters. 

Question.  So  far  as  you  know,  then,  there  has  been  no  conduct  on 
the  part  of  the  legitimate  officers  of  the  quartermaster's  department 
that  would  justify  any  one  in  pronouncing  them  incompetent  for  the 
proper  discharge  of  this  duty  of  chartering  vessels  ? 

Answer.  So  far  as  I  know,  and  from  the  general  understanding  of 
the  people  owning  ships,  they  are  quite  competent  to  procure  all  the 
ships  that  government  may  require.  That  is  the  general  understand- 
ing and  the  general  conversation  among  men  is  so. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  one  who  has  paid  Mr.  Southard,  or 
any  other  party  more  than  five  per  cent  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Was  it  regarded  as  essential  by  you  and  the  other  ship 
owners  that  he  should  be  paid  this  amount  to  get  your  vessels  char- 
tered? 

Answer.  We  knew  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  pay  Mr.  Southard 
or  employ  him  at  all  if  we  could  have  been  allowed  to  go  to  Com- 
modore Vanderbilt.  If  we  could  we  should  have  gone  there.  I 
would  have  gone  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt  and  chartered  my  vessel 
directly  to  him,  but  I  could  not  reach  him  except  through  Mr.  Southard. 

Question  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  Why  could  you  not  reach  Commodore 
Vanderbilt  except  through  Mr.  Southard  ? 

Answer.  When  we  got  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt  we  were  referred 
to  Mr.  Southard;  when  we  went  to  Mr.  Southard  we  were  told  that 
we  should  have  to  pay  him  a  commission  of  five  per  cent. 


^i 
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Question.  Did  he  tell  yoa  that? 

Answer.  Mr.  Southard  has  a  son  and  a  son-in-law  in  the  commission 
business;  also  a  son-in-law  in  the  shipping  and  chandlery  business; 
and  to  this  son  and  son-in4aw  we  would  have  to  pay  a  five  per  cent. 
commission. 

Question.  Who  told  you  that  ? 

Answer.  We  have  done  that.  Who  told  us  ?  Well,  I  could  not 
specify  what  particular  man  told  us.  That  had  to  be  done.  We 
did  do  it.  Our  general  understanding  was,  we  had  to  apply  to  Mr. 
Southard,  and  in  order  to  get  the  charter  we  must  pay  five  per  cent. 

Question.  You  did  not  pay  it  to  Mr.  Southard  ? 

Answer.  We  did  pay  the  commission  to  T.  J.  Southard. 

Question.  At  whose  instance  did  you  pay  Southard  ? 

Answer.  Well,  this  matter  wOuld  come  up.  Mr.  Southard  always 
declared  he  had  no  friends  to  reward  and  no  enemies  to  punish.  He 
stated  to  me  that  he  got  no  compensation. 

Question.  But  who  did  he  refer  you  to  ? 

Answer.  To  this  young  man,  who  seemed  to  be  commission  mer- 
diant  in  the  matter.  It  so  came  out  that  our  ship  got  her  stores 
from  his  son-in-law,  who  kept  ship  stores,  and  she  paid  five  per  cent, 
commission  to  T.  J.  Southard. 

Question.  Did  Southard  give  you  to  understand  that  it  was  neces- 
Bary  for  you  to  make  this  arrangement  with  that  chandler  then,  and 
this  five  per  cent,  commission  to  him  for  the  charter  ? 

Answer.  That  was  understood. 

Question.  From  whom  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say  *that  Mr.  Southard  said  that  these  were 
the  conditions. 

Question.  Did  he  refer  you  to  these  companies? 

Answer.  Well,  it  seemed  to  be  all  in  one  family,  and  in  speaking 
with  one  we  always  considered  that  we  were  talking  with  the  other. 

Question.  When  you  went  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt  he  referred 
you  to  Mr.  Southard  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  when  you  went  to  Southard,  he  referred  you  to 
this  company  ? 

Answer.  Well,  they  seemed  to  be  all  working  together.  It  is  all 
in  the  family.  Of  course  we  knew.  It  was  him,  his  son,  and  his 
son-in-law.  We  did  not^  however,  regard  this  as  anything  unfair. 
We  felt  quite  satisfied;  if  we  could  employ  our  ship,  they  might 
employ  her. 

Question.  Were  the  other  ships  supplied  with  stores  by  the  son-* 
in-law  of  Mr.  Southard  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  they  generally  were.  I  would  not  speak  pos- 
itively. 

Question  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  You  spoke  of  **our  having  to  pay -J'  do 
you  refer  to  ships  generally  ? 

Answer.  I  refer  to  ships  generally. 

Queltion.  Do  you  mean  that  they  generally  paid  five  per  cent.? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir;  so  far  as  my  knowledge  goes. 

Question.  How  far  does  your  knowledge  go  ? 

Answer.  My  knowledge  goes  so  far  that  I  am  pretty  generally 
acquainted*  with  the  leading  ship-owners  here.  We  always  meet  on 
Change  and  talk  over  our  interests. 

Question.  So  that  it  turns  out  that  those  who  got  charters  for  this 
Banks  expedition  expect  to  pay  a  commission  of  five  per  cent.,  and 
buy  their  stores  of  this  concern  ? 

Answer.  That  is  what  I  understood.  We  understood  that  Mr. 
Southard  might  reject  the  vessel. 

Question  (by  the  chairman.)  Did  Mr.  Southard  have  anything  to  do 
with  the  steamers  ? 

Answer.  I  don' t  know. 

Question  (by  Mr.  Kennedy.)  Is  it  a  general  custom,  in  charter- 
ing ships,  to  do  it  through  ship-brokers,  or  with  the  owners  them- 
selves ? 

Answer.  The  chartering  is  more  generally  done  through  brokers. 
Brokers  are  always  upon  the  watch  for  any  business  that  may  come 
up.  Ship-owners  and  shipping  houses  are  not  so  apt  to  find  business 
themselves.  If  anything  like  government  business  is  to  be  had — if 
we  know  that  there  is  an  expedition  to  be  fitted  out,  and  we  can 
only  find  any  man  that  has  control,  and  can  all  get  to  him,  we  will 
be  very  glad  to  go  to  him;  but  if  we  find  out  that  there  is  some 
broker  that  has  it,  we  go  to  him.  Sometimes  we  pay  two  or  three 
brokerages. 

Question.  Has  there  been  a  regular  rate  or  percentage  ?  Is  it  an 
arbitrary  rule,  or  is  it  established  according  to  some  system  ? 

Answer.  Two  and  a  hajf  per  cent,  is  the  usual  charge;  but  where 
there  are  large  transactions  brokers  would  be  very  glad  to  divide 
the  commission.  It  is  usually  done  by  a  broker  making  his  appear- 
ance in  the  counting  room  of  the  ship-owner.  He  gives  the  informa- 
tion, and  the  ship-owner  and  the  broker  divide  the  commission. 
The  broker  then  gets  I J  per  cent. 

Question  (by  Mr.  Morrill.)  How  is  this  commission  of  five  per  cent, 
provided  for,  sir? 

Answer.  It  is  provided  for  by  a  written  agreement  on  the  part  of 
the  ship's  husband,  or  the  ship's  agent  for  the  time,  to  pay  to  these 
gentlemen  five  per  cent,  of  the  gross  earnings. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  the  owner  of  the  ship  '*D.  J. 
Southard?" 

Ansiver.  Mr.  Southard  is  represented  as  the  owner  of  her. 
.   Question.  Who  owns  the  Sparkling  Sea  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  owner  of  the  Moro  Castle  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Southard  is  the  owner  of  her. 

Question.  Pocahontas? 

Artswer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Lucinda  ? 

Answer.  Benner  &  Brown  are  the  agents  of  that  ship.  ^ 
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Qnestion.  The  Wizard  King? 

Answer.  That  is  Mr.  Southard's. 

Question.  Aquila? 

Answer.  She  is  owned  in  Bath,  Maine,  by  Houghton  &  Sons.  Nes- 
mith  &  Sons,  in  New  York,  were  the  parties  who  had  the  chartering 
of  her. 

Question.  The  Wm.  Woodbury? 

Answer.  The  Wm.  Woodbury  is  owned  in  Portland,  Maine. 
Benner  A  Brown  are  the  representatives  here. 

Question.  How  happens  it  that  you  are  the  owners  of  the  Monti- 
bello,  and  still  she  is  chartered  in  the  name  of  Henderson  ? 

Answer.  We  are  not  the  owners. 

Question.  Who  is  J.  A.  Cobb,  who  charters  the  Wizard  King  ? 

Answer.  That  is  the  captain  that  signs  the  charter. 

Question.  Who  is  J.  T.  Harvard  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  he  is  the  captain  of  the  ship  G.  J.  Southard. 
The  Moro  Castle  is  chartered  by  L.  R.  Ross.  I  suppose  he  is  the 
captain. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  talk  with  T.  J.  Southard  himself  about 
chartering  this  ship? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  All  that  we  ship-owners  desire  is  that  govern- 
ment should  notify  us  through  the  papers  when  they  want  any  ships. 
Ship-owners  are  patriotic,  and  would  be  glad  to  furnish  ships  to  gov- 
ernment. But  the  way  these  expeditions  have  been  fitted  out  it  is 
very  difficult  to  find  out  who  is  the  man  to  get  tbe  ships  in.  An  ob- 
Bcure  man,  a  broker  of  whom  we  knew  nothing,  would  come  up  and 
tell  us  that  we  must  pay  so  much  per  cent,  and  through  him  we  must 
get  these  charters.  Then  we  must  go  to  him.  We  yield  and  let  him 
have  it? 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  vessels  chartered  in  the  Port  Royal 
expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  try  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  but  we  did  not  succeed. 

Question.  Was  this  same  brokerage  system  pursued  then  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  your  vessels  been  engaged  in  the  passenger  carry- 
ing trade  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  for  a  good  many  years. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  ship  Montebello  to  government  for 
tbe  Banks  expedition  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.     What  is  her  tonnage  ? 

Answer.  It  is  1, 050  tons. 

Question.  State  how  many  soldiers  or  persons  were  placed  on  board 

tbat  ship  ? 
Answer.  Berths  were  put  up  for  900.     She  went  from  here  to 

Fortress  Monroe  to  take  in  her  troops  there. 
Question.  The  Alice  Counee,  what  is  her  tonnage  ? 
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Answer.  As  we  are  informed,  it  is  1, 140  tons.  She  has  900  berths. 
That  ship  now  lies  in  the  stream  here,  North  river. 

Question.  The  Wm.  Woodbury? 

Answer.  Her  tonage  is  1,191  tons.     She  has  851  berths. 

Question.  The  International  ? 

Answer.  We  are  informed  that  she  has  berths  for  1,000  men.  She 
is  a  ship  of  1,003  tons. 

Question.  The  J.  Morton  ? 

Answer.  She  has  900  berths.  Her  tonnage  is  1,196.  According  to 
the  old  United  States  law,  of  two  to  every  five  tons,  the  amount  of 
tonnage  in  those  vessels  would  carry  2,232  Irish  passengers,  as  we 
would  bring  them  from  Ireland.  But  berths  were  put  up  for  4,650 
soldiers. 

Question.  Do  you  think  the  number  authorized  by  the  law  as  many 
as  could  be  humanely  or  properly  carried  in  vessels  of  that  de- 
scription ? 

Answer.  Well,  we  think  our  ships  are  crowded  as  much  as  they 
ought  to  be  under  that  old  law.  Under  the  new  law  there  would  be 
1,600  or  1,700  passengers.  That  many  could  be  carried  under  the 
late  law  limiting  it  to  one  passenger  to  every  14  feet.  Under  the  old 
law  it  would  be  2,232.  But  there  have  been  berths  put  up  for  the 
transportation  of  4,550  soldiers.  It  is  common  talk  among  owners  of 
ships  that  the  troops  have  been  improperly  crowded.  On  board 
steamships  it  is  the  same  way,  but  they  are  not  on  board  so  long, 
and  it  would  not  be  quite  so  bad, 

AMBROSE  SNOW. 


New  York,  Tuesday,  December  30,  1862. 
Thomas  J.  Southard,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Mr.  MorrxU. 

Question.  State  your  name,  residence,  and  occupation. 

Answer.  My  residence  is  at  Richmond,  Maine;  my  occupation  is 
that  of  ship-builder.  I  have  been  concerned  in  ships,  more  or  less, 
for  25  or  30  years. 

Question.  If  you  had  any  connexion  with  supplying  the  sailing 
vessels  for  Banks's  expedition,  state  what. 

Witness.  Well,  would  it  be  worth  while  for  me  to  go  into  par- 
ticulars ? 

Mr.  Morrill.  State,  in  your  own  way,  your  connexion  with  that 
expedition. 

Answer.  I  was  at  the  Revere  House  and  saw  Governor  Washburne, 
and  got  to  talking  about  this  expedition  going  from  New  York.  He 
came  on  to  New  York  and  gave  me  a  letter  of  introduction  to  General 
Banks.     By  and  by  I  came  on  here  and  found  Governor  Washburne 
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here,  and  I  was  introduced  by  him  to  General  Banks.  I  came  on 
here,  but  I  did  not  deliver  the  letter;  Governor  Washburne  himself 
introdoced  me  to  General  Banks.  He  remarked  to  him  that  I  would 
be  a  very  good  man  for  him,  from  what  knowledge  he  had  of  me.  He 
&aid  I  would  be  a  very  good  man  to  assist  him  in  getting- vessels  here. 
I  told  him,  as  far  as  I  was  capable,  I  would  take  pleasure  in  doing  so. 
Mr.  Holabird  was  his  quartermaster.  I  was  up  there  two  or  three 
evenings.  I  went  and  made  a  model,  at  his  request,  to  show  how  to 
fit  up  a  ship  for  horses — to  show  my  idea  about  it,  and  I  exhibited  it. 
They  have  got  it  now  somewhere  in  his  possession.  They  approved 
of  it.  Then  I  came  down  and  met  General  Banks,  and  he  spoke  to 
Commodore  Vandorbilt  and  introduced  me  to  him,  and  told  him  what 
he  knew  of  me — that  I  had  had  some  experience  in  fitting  out  some 
ships  at  Boston,  which  I  believe  did  not  lose  but  two  or  three  horses, 
and  Mr.  Vanderbilt  said  if  I  was  competent  and  capable  to  render 
him  any  assistance,  he  would  be  happy  to  have  me.  He  asked  me 
what  I  would  charge;  I  told  him  ''Nothing.  1  feel  just  as  much  in- 
terest for  Genered  Ban'ks  as  for  myself.  I  want  this  thing  wound  up;" 
I  meant  this  war.  I  wanted  something  or  nothing  done;  we  had  been 
fooling  long  enough.  They  talked  the  matter  over;  I  went  out.  Mr. 
Vanderbilt  came  in  and  told  me  what  they  said.  He  told  me  he 
would  like  me  to  assist;  but  he  said,  '*I  will  charter  a  vessel  and 
make  the  price  for  it,  but  I  would  like  your  views."  I  said,  '*  Very 
well."  He  said  they  wanted  four  ships  for  horses  and  four  for  troops. 
I  think.  He  wished  me  to  get  four  ships,  and  they  must  not  draw 
but  15 J  feet  of  water  when  they  left  New  York,  and  he  wanted  them 
to  take  so  many  horses;  I  think  it  was  1,500  horses  he  wanted  to  go. 
That  was  the  first  programme.  They  afterwards  changed  that,  and 
wanted  four  of  them  to  go  from  Portress  Monroe,  which  would  take 
half  of  them.  They  would  take  eight  ships  from  there.  I  sat  down 
and  looked  out  the  ships,  or  had  it  done.  Two  belonged  to  my  friend, 
M.  C.  Hagar,  at  Richmond,  Maine,  now  dead.  They  were  buoyant 
ships.  You  know  a  ship  requires  a  peculiar  model  for  buoyancy  when 
loaded.  Our  common  ships  will  draw,  loaded,  18  to  20  feet  of  water. 
I  went  and  selected  eight  ships  that  I  thought  would  do  so.  I  sat 
down  and  made  a  memorandum.  I  have  got  the  old  memorandum  in 
my  pocket,  and  copied  it  for  Commodore  Vanderbilt.  I  told  him 
where  they  lay,  that  Commodore  Van  Brunt  might  look  at  them  and 
determine  how  much  forage,  Ac,  they  would  require,  and  how  much 
dead  heft  they  would  take  on  board  for  them.  Here  is  the  memoran- 
dum. These  first  are  the  eight  vessels.  There  are  some  others  that 
were  put  on  afterwards.  There  is  on  it  the  hay  required  for  the 
horses  and  the  w*ater,  forage,  &c.,  that  they  would  require,  and  the 
dead  heft  of  all  of  them.  They  would  not  want  to  go  for  nothing, 
and  they  could  carry  so  much.  These  ships  all  loaded  within  two 
inches  of  what  I  said.  These  eight  first  ones  are  the  ones  I  desig- 
nated. Those  below  I  selected  also,  except  three.  Of  this  memo- 
randum I  will  give  you  a  copy.  Now,  in  regard  to  these  ships,  I  went 
over  them  and  superintended  them;  that  is,  I  directed  where  to  cut 
and  where  to  ventilate  each  ship.     Last  spring  I  had  a  ship  go  down 
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in  the  expedition,  and  I  guaranteed  the  horses  to  go  down  safely.  I 
have  carried  horses  from  the  La  Platte  river  to  the  East  Indies  and 
other  places.  These  ships  that  are  on  that  paper  were  fetched  and 
went  to  Portress  Monroe.  The  ships  all  turned  out  according  to  ray 
memorandum,  and  they  are  three-thirds.  Every  ship  is  three-thirds 
at  Lloyd's — what  we  call  **  American  Lloyd's."  That  is  what  we 
call  our  best  class  ships.  Our  insurance  offices  here  have  these  ships 
inspected  as  often  as  every  two  or  three  years  to  see  if  there  are  any 
rotten  timbers.  Then  they  bore  them  to  see  if  they  are  rotten,  and 
then  they  rate  them.  They  are  rated  by  a  board  of  survey  estab- 
lished by  the  board  of  underwriters,  and  then  they  fix  the  rate  of  in- 
surance. The  best  rate  is  A  1;  then  A  2.  That  stands  very  well; 
but  three-thirds  is  A  1  J. 

Question.  Below  A  2  are  they  fit  for  sea? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  A  2  is  a  fair  rate  to  ship  for  Liverpool.  The 
wood  is  hackmatack.  It  has  bard  wood  in  the  vessel,  and  is  a  very 
good  vessel,  wears  well  and  performs  well;  but  still  she  is  not  white 
oak,  and  therefore  rates  lower.     But  half  of  these  ships  are  A  1. 

Question.  It  seems  the  prices  were  fixed  and  the  charters  granted 
by  Commodore  Vanderbilt? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  will  tell  you  about  the  charters.  They  were 
made  in  the  first  place  at  four  dollars  a  ton.  Last  year,  in  all  the 
expeditions  that  went  from  here,  I  think  they  were  from  five  to  six 
dollars  a  ton.  Commodore  Vanderbilt  asked  me  what  would  be  a 
fair  price  for  a  vessel  per  ton  for  sixty  days.  Says  I,  **  Mr.  Vander- 
bilt, there  is  no  man  can  fit  a  vessel  to  go  for  sixty  days,  because  the 
outfits  would  cost  more  in  getting  her  away  than  he  would  get."  I 
told  him  I  thought  that  four  dollars  a  ton  would  be  a  fair  price,  and 
he  took  the  first  four  in  that  way,  the  ship  fitting  everything.  It 
was  for  three  months  at  four  dollars  a  ton,  the  ship  fitting  everything. 
What  we  meant  by  that  was,  she  was  to  put  up  the  berths  and  fix 
for  the  horses,  put  up  the  ranges,  Ac.  I  made  the  schedule  myself, 
which  they  have  there  now.  It  cost  to  fit  up  a  ship  about  $1,500 
for  150  horses,  and  at  that  ratio.  It  will  not  come  under  that.  Last 
year,  as  far  as  my  experience  goes,  the  government  furnished  these 
things. 

Question.  Do  you  know  about  these  matters  ? 

Answer.  I  know  what  my  ship  had,  and  the  government  did  not 
pay  for  making  the  horse  stalls,  but  it  did  for  the  other  expenses, 
such  as  lanterns,  brooms,  brushes,  currycombs,  halters,  and  all  these 
things.  They  were  furnished  by  the  government  last  year,  but  the 
ship  furnished  them  this  year.  I  rest  them  on  that  basis,  because  I 
knew  last  year  a  great  many  little  bills  came  up  against  the  govern- 
ment, and  made  a  great  fuss  between  the  owner  and  the  government. 
I  told  Commodore  Vanderbilt  that  it  was  best  to  make  the  ship  pay 
for  the  whole,  and  know  nothing  but  the  charter.  He  adopted  that 
plan.  I  think  the  vessels  before  paid  a  portion  for  fitting  up  the 
stalls,  but  none  of  the  other  things,  like  the  buckets.  It  takes  eight 
dozen  buckets  for  a  ship  of  horses.  There  is  a  ship  lies  down  at  the 
wharf  that  I  chartered,  (I  say  I  chartered  her,  because  he  left  it  to 
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me,)  at  $3  75  a  ton.  She  belongs  in  Boston.  Last  year  she  had 
)4  50  a  ton  for  the  same  thing  on  Butler's  expedition.  That  is  the 
Undaunted.  It  was  $4  50  a  ton,  or  upwards.  I  think  he  told  me  to 
saj  that  it  was  $4  50  a  ton.  Tou  see  the  difference.  It  was  the  same 
ship.  She  was  furnished  last  year  her  water  casks.  She  was  fur- 
nished all  these  little  fixtures,  except  putting  up  the  stalls.  This 
jrear  he  furnished  his  own  water  casks,  and  these  other  things.  It 
will  cost  him  for  his  water  casks  $1,200  or  $1,400,  and  his  halters 
and  other  fixtures  will  cost  him  enough  to  make  it  $2,000  oh  the  start, 
not  per  mbnth.     There  is  the  difference  in  the  charter  of  that  ship. 

Question.  How  were  the  ships  which  were  to  be  chartered  de- 
signated ? 

Answer.  Commodore  Vanderbilt  told  me  to  go  and  select  a  ship. 
Say,  for  instance,  the  quartermaster  fetched  in  an  order  for  so  many 
horses  and  men  to  go ;  he  would  say,  ^'I  want  you  to  select  a  ship 
that  will  take  them." 

Question.  Then  the  selection  of  the  ships  to  be  chartered  was  by 
you? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  put  Commodore  Van  Brunt  aboard  of  it  and 
he  approved  of  it. 

Question.  You  went  and  selected  the  ships  to  be  chartered  and 
reported  them  ? 

Answer.  I  reported  them  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt,  and  Commo- 
dore  Van  Brunt  went  with  me  and  inspected  them  to  see  if  they  were 
right  and  reported. 

Question.  Were  they  all  inspected  by  him  ? 

Answer.  Every  one  I  chartered  except  two,  I  think  he  was  aboard 
of  them;  but  I  was  away  and  did  not  see  to  them  myself.  I  think 
Commodore  Vanderbilt  was  on  board  of  them;  I  took  a  good  deal  of 
pains;  I  paid  over  $100  to  carry  Commodore  Van  Brunt  around,  for 
carriage  hire  to  put  Commodore  Van  Brunt  aboard  these  vessels  and 
show  them  to  him. 

Question.  Was  there  any  compensation  fixed  for  your  services? 

Answer.  Not  a  cent — not  a  mill.  I  will  explain  further  as  to  these 
ships.  A  man  in  Bath,  say  Mr.  Houghton,  had  a  ship  here;  a  man, 
Mr.  Baily,  had  a  ship  here;  a  man  living  at  Waldoboro,  had  ships 
here;  so  with  others;  they  were  in  the  hands  of  the  brokers;  these 
ships  had  to  pay  a  brokerage  to  the  brokers;  they  always  have  to  do 
that.  If  I  am  down  east  and  charter  a  ship  here  I  go  to  a  man  here 
and  he  charges  me  five  per  cent,  and  charges  it  to  me  in  my  account 
and  draws  against  me.  It  is  five  per  cent,  unless  you  take  a  guano 
charter;  for  one  of  that  kind  I  paid  8^  the  other  day. 

Question.  What  is  the  charter  brokerage  ? 

Answer.  Two  and  a  half  to  five  and  seven  and  a  half;  guano  charters 
are  very  high;  eight  or  nine  per  cent. 

Question.  What  is  the  distinction  between  these  prices  ? 

Answer.  All  these  guano  charters  come  from  the  other  side;  they 
charge  a  commission  there  and  our  brokers  charge  another  commission 
here;  it  is  divided;  they  will  not  work  in  Europe  short  of  five  per 
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cent,  commission;  our  folks  here  pat  on  cdl  that  thej  can  and  get  all 
they  can. 

Question.  Do  brokers  charge  more  than  one  price  for  chartering 
sailing  vessels  in  the  merchant  service? 

Anpwer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Depending  on  what? 

Answer.  Say,  for  instance,  a  ship  is  here  in  a  broker's  hands;  he 
knows  a  merchant  has  a  freight  and  he  is  looking  for  a  vessel ;  one 
man  has  the  vessel,  the  other  the  freight,  and  the  broker  makes  the 
charter.  Then  he  says:  **  Here,  I  am  entitled  to  two  and  a  half  per 
cent,  on  her  earnings."  He  says:  '*  We  will  call  this  five  per  cent, 
and  divide  it,  make  it  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  apiece."  That  is  the 
way  it  works.  > 

Question.  He  takes  it  of  both  in  that  case  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  Still  the  price  would  be  two  and  a  half  per  cent.? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  but  he  divides  it;  I  never  got  a  vessel  chartered 
here  short  of  four  and  a  half.  Here  is  another  thing;  here  is  a  man 
who  is  an  outside  broker  and  here  is  a  man  like  Mr.  Nesmith,  a  broker 
in  hie  office;  the  broker  outside  is  like  a  stock  broker,  and  goes 
around  looking  for  business,  who  takes  one  and  a  quarter  per  cent : 
that  makes  it  that  much  more;  for  ail  grain  freights  we  have  two  and 
a  half,  four,  and  four  and  a  half. 

Question.  How  many  ships  have  you  designated  for  this  Banks 
expedition  ? 

Answer.  They  are  on  this  list — eleven  of  them. 

Question.  Is  this  a  list  of  those  you  have  selected  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  These  are  all  that  were  chartered  up  ,to  the  time  indi- 
cated? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  There  are  twenty-one  in  all  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Can  you  give  us  the  names  of  the  owners?  They  are 
not  down  here. 

Answer.  I  think  I  can  give  you  the  names. 

Question.  The  Wizard  King? 

Answer.  I  own  one  quarter  of  her  and  the  rest  is  owned  in  Maine. 
It  is  in  pieces  all  round — in  giblets. 

Question.  Sparkling  Sea  ? 

Answer.  She  is  part  owned  in  New  York  and  part  in  Maine;  some 
of  them  are  in  Thoraaston.     The  Chases  all  came  from  down  there. 

Question.  Jenny  Beals? 

Answer.  Mr.  Cobb,  of  Rockland,  owns  her,  who  used  to  be  in  the 
legislature. 

Question.  Olaman? 

Answer.  That  is  Mr.  Hagar's  ship. 

Question.  The  Theobald  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Hadger. 

Question.  Moro  Castle? 
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Answer.  I  own  one  quarter  of  her;  Captain  Jno.  Bishop  owns  one 
quarter;  there  is  a  piece  owned  in  Litchfield;  it  is  all  chopped  up,  you 
know. 

Question.  The  T.  J.  Southard — is  that  yours  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  1  own  one  quarter,  Mr.  Sewell  owns  one  quarter; 
Captain  Harwood  owns  a  part. 

Question.  The  Lucinda? 

Answer.   B.  C.  Bailey,  of  Bath;  Captain  Smith,  of  Halloway. 

Question.  Pocahontas? 

Answer.   She  is  owned  by  the  estate  of  Deacon  Houghton,  of  Bath. 

Question.  The  Windemere? 

Answer.  She  belongs  to  the  New  England  office  at  Boston. 

Question.  Aquila? 

Answer.   She  belongs  to  Mr.  Moses,   of  Bath.     He  represents  her. 

Question.  Alice  Counce? 

Answer.  Captain  Singer  is  in  her.  He  represents  her,  but  she  is 
owned  at  Waldoboro. 

Question.  E.  J.  Morton  ? 

Answer.  You  will  pardon  me  that  I  am  so  blind  about  these  names. 
I  selected  these  names  and  they  were  handed  in  by  these  brokers 
down  on  South  street.  These  are  Maine  vessels,  but  the  Morton  is  a 
Thomaston  vessel,  or  Waldoboro.  She  is  owned  in  that  section. 
There  may  be  one  quarter  owned  in  New  York. 

Question.  Montebello? 

Answer.  She  is  owned  at  Portland.  Brown  &  Benner  handed  her 
to  me,  or  Captain  Woodbury.     I  oannot  give  the  owner's  name. 

Question.  The  William  Woodbury? 

Answer.  She  is  owned  in  Portland. 

Question.  The  Planter. 

Answer.  She  is  owned  here  in  New  York.  Captain  Bailey,  of 
Rockland,  is  master  of  her. 

Question.  The  Constellation? 

Answer.  She  is  owned  in  New  York,  down  on  South  street.  I  can- 
not tell  by  whom. 

Question.  The  Jenny  Lind? 

Answer.  She  is  owned  in  Brooklyn. 

Question.  Undaunted? 

Answer.  She  is  owned  in  Boston.     Richardson  owns  a  part  of  her. 

Question.   W.  P.  Schmidt? 

Answer.  She  is  owned  in  New  York,  on  South  street. 

Question.  These  are  all  that  have  been  chartered  up  to  this  time 
stated,  of  your  selection  f 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  There  are  three  there  that  I  did  not  select ; 
but  I  presume  they  are  good  ships. 

Question.  Are  they  on  this  list? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  but  there  are  three  more  ships  besides  theee 
that  I  did  not  select. 
Question.  Is  one  the  Lizzie  Southard? 

Answer.  The  Lizzie  Southard  is  discharging,  but  they  proposed  to 
take  her  for  troops.     They  have  put  her  down.     I  have  two  ships  in 
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New  York.  I  am  hesitating  whether  to  take  the  price  or  not.  You 
see  there  is  not  money  enough  to  make  it  an  object. 

Question.  You  say  there  was  no  arrangement  for  any  compensation, 
but  your  services  were  to  be  a  gratuity  to  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  didn't  intend  to  charge  one  cent,  and  I  don't 
intend  to  ;  I  meant  what  I  said. 

Question.  Is  there  any  arrangement  by  which  commissions  are  to  be 
paid  on  these  charters? 

Answer.  There  is  no  commission  to  be  paid  to  me — no  pay  by  the 
government. 

Question.  Is  there  to  anybody  ? 

Answer.  There  is  a  commission  to  be  paid  on  these  charters,  I  sup- 
pose, or  equivalent  to  that,  on  all  of  them. 

Question.  To  whom  ? 

Answer.  To  diflFerent  parties  on  South  street,  among  brokers. 

Question.  Is  it  to  be  paid  to  the  brokers  who  did  the  business  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  to  nobody  else — not  a  mill  to  anybody  else 
that  I  know  of. 

Question.  That  is  to  say.  the  broker  of  whom  you  chartered  the 
ship  receives  a  commission? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  from  the  ship — from  the  owner  of  the  ship. 

Question.  That  commission  is  on  the  amount  of  the  earnings  re- 
ceived by  the  ship  ? 

Answer.  The  owner  pays  it. 

Question.  How  was  that  provided  for  ? 

Answer.  It  is  paid  by  the  owner.  Say,  for  instance,  I  charter  my 
vessel  for  five  thousand  pounds  to  go  from  here  to  London.  Most  of 
our  charters  specify  in  the  charter  to  pay  five  per  cent.,  to  be  paid 
on  signing  the  charter.  Some  of  them  are  2^  per  cent.;  some  7  per 
cent.  They  put  it  right  in  the  charter.  When  a  ship  disburses  here, 
say  I  am  the  owner,  and  I  am  down  east,  the  broker  makes  up  his  ac- 
count and  charges  this  Hgainst  me  for  procuring  this  freight.  He  puts 
it  in  as  a  disbursement  of  the  ship,  and  draws  against  me  for  it  in  all 
cases  where  I  have  had  any  business  done  here  in  New  York.  It  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  freight.  The  charter  has  nothing  to  do  with 
it.     The  owner  has  to  pay  for  it. 

Question.  Did  you  supply  these  ships  with  their  ship-chandlery  ? 

Answer.  Not  a  dollar. 

Question.  Where  were  they  supplied  ? 

Answer.  A  part  of  them  were  supplied  by  Walls,  Carver  &  Chase. 
I  don't  know  where  all  were  supplied;  these  up  town  fellows  got 
some.     My  son-in-law,  of  the  firm  of  NeflF  &  Merrill,  supplied  some. 

Question.  Is  there  a  firm  named  Southard,  Wright  &  Hussey  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  they  are  brokers. 

Question.  Not  ship-chandlers? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  In  these  charters,  is  there  any  arrangement  by  which 
Southard,  Wright  &  Hussey  received  a  commission  on  these  charters  ? 

Answer.  I  think  they  have  a  portion  of  the  commission,  sir,  with 
the  other  brokers. 
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Question.  You  mean  they  shared  it  equally  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  they  divided  around  with  other  brokers  who  got 
the  vessel.  Here  is  a  man  wants  a  vessel  and  can't  find  one,  and 
comes  out  looking  for  her.  Captain  Hussey  has  done  a  great  deal  to 
help  to  get  expedition,  fitting  the  vessels  out.  *He  has  spent  his 
whole  time.  Mr.  Houghton  left  his  ship  in  his  hands.  Of  course 
tiie  ship  will  have  to  pay  him  a  commission  for  it. 

Question.  Do  you  mean  that  the  firm  of  Southard,  Wright  &  Hussey 
received  commissions  on  these  vessels,  which  is  divided  with  the 
brokers  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  In  what  ratio  do  they  share  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  tell  in  what  ratio  they  divide.  Probably  Captain 
Hassey  had  a  ship  here  and  paid  five  per  cent.,  and  they  went"  over 
to  Brooklyn  and  moved  her  back  and  forward;  and  they  might  allow 
three  per  cent. 

Question.  Do  foxx  know  what  the  arrangement  was  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  By  what  arrangement  was  it  that  they  received  a  com- 
mission on  these  vessels? 

Answer.  The  same  as  all  other  brokers'  arrangement. 

Question.  I  understood  you  to  say  they  divided  with  other  brokers? 

Answer.  I  know  they  did.  If  one  man  gets  a  ship  and  has  her  for 
the  owners,  he  charges  a  commission.  Say  Mr.  Nesmith  has  a  vessel, 
and  Southard,  Wright  &  Hussey  don't  own  the  vessel.  He  would  tell 
them  about  her,  and  they  would  divide  the  commission. 

Question.  When  persons  applied  to  you  for  charters  for  ships,  did 
you  refer  them  to  Southard,  Wright  &  Hussey? 

Answer.  Whenever  they  asked  me  for  a  ship  they  would  fetch  in 
a  letter  oflFering  a  ship  to  me.  I  would  go  and  look  at  the  ship  and 
pass  my  opinion.  If  she  would  answer,  I  passed  her.  I  would  tell 
them  sometimes  I  would  like  for  Captain  Hussey  to  go  and  look  at 
the  ship ;  I  could  not  go,  but  I  always  went  afterwards. 

Question.  Did  you  refer  them  to  Southard,  Wright  &  Hussey? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  what  you  mean  by  '*  refer." 

Question.  You  were  employed  to  select  ships? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Being  so  employed,  did  you  refer  them  to  Soutnard, 
Wright  A  Hussey  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  only  for  information  about  the  vessels  and  owners. 
Of  course  Captain  Hussey  helped  me  in  some  instances,  and  I  might 
have  told  them  to  see  them  about  the  vessel,  to  find  put  the  particu- 
lars. 

Question.  Take  the  ship  Montebello;  who  applied  to  you  for  her? 

Answer.  I  can't  tell. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  who  applied  to  you  for  the  Montebello  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 
Question.  Was  it  Mr.  Snow? 

Answer.  I  can't  say,  sir;  I  would  not  say.     I  don't  remember  now, 
though  I  might  tell  by  looking  over  the  minutes  at  home. 
Rep.  Com.  75 4. 
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Question.  Who  constitute  the  firm  of  Southard,  Wright  &  Hussey? 

Answer.  My  son,  T.  J.  Southard,  Irwin  A.  Hussey,  and  Charles 
Wright,  of  Boston. 

Question.  Who  is  Hussey? 

Answer.  He  is  from  Thomaston,  Maine  ;  he  lives  in  Brooklyn  ? 

Question.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  that  firm  are  acting  as  brokers 
for  these  vessels? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  every  one  of  them — that  is,  that  they  had  to 
do  that,  the  same  as  Nesmith  did — or  a  portion  of  them. 

Question.  Do  you  mean  that  they  divided  with  the  brokers? 

Answer.  They  did  not  deal  with  these  vessels.  Mr.  Nesmith  would 
say  :  **Here  is  my  friend  has  a  ship  here,  and  I  can  get  him  to  put 
her  in  if  you  will  divide  the  commission  with  me,  and  we  will  make 
2^  per  cent." 

Question.  If  they  were  not  brokers  for  the  vessel,  what  means  had 
they  for  getting  the  ship  in  more  than  any  other  broker?  Why  were 
they  called  upon  ?  ♦ 

Answer.  I  don't  know.     That  is  a  question  I  can't  answer. 

Question.  What  arrangement  was  there  between  you  and  them  by 
which  they  were  to  have  a  commission  on  these  ships  ? 

Answer.  I  never  made  any  arrangement  whatever  with  them. 

Question.  And  you  never  received  anything  ? 

Answer.  Not  a  particle. 

Question.  Did  you  know  that  they  received  a  commission? 

Answer.  I  supposed  that  they  were  receiving  a  portion  of  the  com- 
mission on  all  the  vessels  I  chartered. 

Question.  By  what  arrangement  was  that  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say,  sir, 

Question.  What  led  you  to  suppose  that  they  were  getting  a  com- 
mission ? 

Answer.  Because  I  knew  it  was  customary  for  them  to  charge  a 
commission.  If  they  had  anything  to  do  with  a  vessel  they  would 
charge  a  commission. 

Question.  By  what  arrangement  wore  they  to  have  anything  to  do 
with  the  vessels  you  selected  ? 

Answer.  If  you  want  to  come  right  to  the  point,  what  I  mean  is  : 
I  had  a  son  here  in  business  ;  and  it  is  a  customary  thing  here  for 
peoplt  to  pay  a  commission  ;  I  paid  him  a  commission  on  my  own 
vessel  because  he  does  the  business  for  me  ;  my  son  was  there,  and  I 
paid  him  on  my  own  vessel  a  commission  ;  I  allowed  it  to  him  and  I 
have  got  to  pay  it  to  him  ? 

Question.  Were  you  doing  this  business  for  the  government  or  for 
your  son  ? 

Answer.  I  was  doing  it  for  the  government.  I  was  selecting  these 
vessels  for  the  government. 

Question.  Then  why  did  you  edlow  your  son  to  charge  a  commis- 
sion on  the  vessels  you  selected  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not  charge  any  commission  to  the  government. 

Question.  Who  did  he  charge  it  to  ? 

Answer.  He  charged  it  to  the  vessel. 
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Question.  Why  did  you  allow  that  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  prevent  that.  How  could  I  prevent  him  from 
chaining  a  commission  ? 

Question.  You  selected  the  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  was  sent  to  see  the  vessels  ;  I  did  not  know 
who  owned  half  of  them  ;  I  did  not  see  the  owners ;  I  never  saw  the 
owners. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  what  broker  chartered  the  Pocahontas? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  can't  tell  you. 

Question.  You  say  you  chartered  a  ship  last  year  for  the  Butler 
expedition.     Who  was  that  charter  made  with? 

Answer.  It  was  made  through  the  quartermaster  in  Boston.  He 
belonged  to  Lowell — Captain  Paul  R.  George.  That  was  the  Wiz- 
ard King. 

Question.  At  what  rate  did  you  charter  her. 

Answer.  She  was  the  last  ship  chartered,  and  I  put  her  into  the 
navy  for  four  dollars.  The  ships  previous  to  that  were  chartered  at 
14  50.  I  put  her  in  the  last  ship,  and  I  guaranteed  the  horses.  In 
the  ships  put  in  previous  to  that  the  government  guaranteed  the 
horses;  -but  I  guaranteed  these  horses.  For  every  one  I  did  not  get 
out  to  Ship  island  I  had  to  pay  government  $110,  which  was  to  be  de- 
ducted from  the  charter;  which  was  equal  to  half  a  dollar  a  ton  cer- 
tain. 

Question.  She  was  then  put  in  at  the  same  rate  as  now  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  at  the  same  price,  but  the  government  paid  for 
these  halters  and  things.  The  reason  I  put  her  in  there  was  a  good 
deal  of  talk ;  I  put  her  in  at  a  price  at  which  I  thought  the  vessel 
could  go.     I  put  her  in  at  four  dollars. 

Question.  What  do  you  get  f6r  the  T.  J.  Southard  now  ? 

Answer.  $4. 

Question.  What  for  the  Moro  Castle  ? 

Answer.  She  is  a  small  ship  and  I  got  $4  50  for  her;  but  she  car- 
ries as  much  as  an  800  ton  ship,  but  she  only  tons  523  because  she 
tumbles  home.  If  she  went  up  straight  she  would  be  different.  The 
breadth  of  beam  is  what  counts  on  a  vessel. 

T.  J.  SOUTHARD. 

December  31,  1862. 
T.  J.  SouTHABD  appeared  and  testified  further,  as  follows : 

I  wish  to  correct  one  thing  that  I  think  I  stated  before — that  I 
looked  up  these  vessels.  Mr.  Yanderbilt  told  me  how  many  men  he 
would  wish  to  berth  and  how  many  horses  he  would  want  to  put 
aboard  of  a  ship.  If  I  said  I  looked  up  the  vessels  I  wish  to  correct 
it  I  did  not  look  them  up,  but  inspected  them  and  directed  how  the 
decks  should  be  cut  and  how  they  should  be  fitted  up  for  the  troops 
and  horses,  and  superintended  the  fitting. 

Question.  If  you  desire  to  explain  or  add  to  your  previous  testi- 
^Dy»  you  are  now  at  liberty  to  do  so. 

Answer.  When  I  was  called  here  yesterday  I  did  not  know  what 
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qnestions  would  be  put  to  me,  and  my  answers  may  not  be  as  clear 
and  carefully  made  as  I  could  desire.  I  will,  therefore,  with  your  per- 
mission, make  a  further  statement,  which  will  perhaps  be  a  repe- 
tition of  some  things  I  have  said,  but  will  be  in  a  clearer  and  more 
precise  form. 

I  met  Governor  Washburne,  of  Maine,  at  the  Revere  House,  Bos- 
ton, who  had  previously  given  me  a  letter  to  General  Banks  recom- 
mending me  to  him,  saying  that  I  was  a  very  eflBcient  man  and 
could  render  him  good  service  in  getting  away  his  expedition.  I 
came  on  to  New  York,  a  few  days  after,  and  met  Governor  Wash- 
burne at  the  As  tor  House  when  he  introduced  me  personally  to  Gen- 
eral Banks. 

The  general  then  introduced  me  to  Colonel  Holabird,  his  quarter- 
master, saying  that  he  was  better  acquainted  with  what  was  required 
for  fitting  ships  for  horses  and  troops  than  he,  the  general,  was.  He 
asked  me  what  knowledge  I  had  of  these  things.  I  gave  him  what 
information  I  could  in  regard  to  it.  I  drew  a  plan  and  made  a  model 
and  a  specification  of  what  was  required,  and  presented  them  to  him 
and  General  Banks,  which  they  approved  of.  General  Banks  then 
gave  me  an  introduction  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt,  and  told  him  he 
would  like  for  me  to  assist  him  in  superintending  and  fitting  up  the 
expedition.  I  told  them  that  I  knew  but  little  about  steamships, 
and  therefore  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  them;  but  sailing  ships 
I  felt  myself  competent  of  superintending  and  fitting  them  up.  Com- 
modore Vanderbilt  then  said  to  me,  *'  What  will  you  charge  the  gov- 
ernment for  your  services?''  I  replied  that  I  would  charge  nothing, 
but  would  do  everything  in  my  power  to  get  the  expedition  away. 
He  then  said  ''  he  would  have  me  attend  to  it."  He  gave  me  a  mem- 
orandum to  select  ships  enough  to  carry  comfortably  sixteen  hundred 
horses  and  ten  hundred  and  eighty  men,  and  to  draw  fifteen  feet  of 
water  when  they  arrived  at  their  port  of  destination,  which  would  be 
after  about  twenty  days'  passage.  I  called  on  Messrs.  Southard, 
Wright  &  Hussey  and  asked  them  to  ascertain  where  those  ships 
could  be  obtained,  and  at  what  price,  and  adapted  to  that  draught  of 
water.  They  gave  me  a  list  of  some  twenty-five  ships,  and  where 
they  lay.  I  then  went  and  examined  the  ships,  and  selected  the 
ships  to  be  furnished  and  fitted  by  owners,  as  per  schedule  annexed. 
I  then  reported  the  vessels  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt.  He  then 
made  a  price  for  said  vessels  and  chartered  them.  I  then  went  on 
and  superintended  fitted  them,  as  per  memorandum  No.  1.  He  then 
applied  to  me  for  ships  to  carry  troops,  amounting  to  4,350  men.  I 
applied  to  Southard,  Wright  <fe  Hussey  to  ascertain  where  they  could 
be  had  to  berth  that  number  of  troops.  They  reported  to  me  a 
number  of  ships.  I  went  and  examined  them  all,  and  selected  five 
ships,  which  are  marked  No.  2  on  schedule,  and  reported  to  Commo- 
dore Vanderbilt.  He  then  made  a  price  and  chartered  the  ships.  I 
then  went  on  and  superintended  and  fitted  them  up.  He  then  called 
on  me  for  a  receiving  ship  to  be  in  the  stream  on  Monday  morning. 
Commodore  Van  Brunt  and  myself  went  on  board  the  ship  Planter  on 
Sunday  and  selected  her.     I  got  tugs  and  towed  her  into  the  stream. 
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She  was  rejected  by  Commodore  Vanderbilt.  I  then  got  tugs  and 
towed  her  back  to  the  dock  at  my  own  expense,  because  I  did  not 
consult  Commodore  Vanderbilt  before  taking  the  ship.  Commodore 
Vanderbilt  then  requested  me  to  select  ships  enough  to  carry  450 
horses  and  1,650  men,  and  one  ship  for  stores.  I  called  on  Southard, 
Wright  &  Hussey  to  ascertain  where  they  could  be  had.  They  re- 
ported to  me  where  I  could  find  them.  I  then  went  and  examined 
said  ships,  and  selected  the  ships,  as  per  schedule,  marked  No.  3. 
I  reported  them  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt.  He  made  a  price  and 
chartered  the  vessels.  I  then  went  on  and  superintended  and  fitted 
them  up.  He  then  called  on  me  to  procure  ships  to  carry  1,480  men. 
I  applied  to  Southard,  Wright  &  Hussey  to  ascertain  where  the  ships 
could  be  found.  They  reported  to  me  where  they  lay.  I  then  exam- 
ined the  vessels  and  selected  them,  as  per  schedule  No.  4;  then  re- 
ported them  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt;  he  made  a  price  and  char- 
tered the  vessels.  I  then  went  on  and  superintended  and  fitted  them 
up.  After  the  ships  were  fitted  and  ready  for  sea,  Commodore  Van 
Brunt  accompanied  me  on  board  of  all  the  ships,  and  they  were  ap- 
proved by  him.  As  for  pay  for  superintending  the  above  I  have 
received  nothing  and  expect  nothing. 

T.  J.  SOUTHARD. 

The  following  are  the  documents  alluded  to  by  the  witness  T.  J. 
Southard : 
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TAe  f Mowing  is  a  list  of  the  articles  each  is  required  to  furnish. 


2  half  hogshead  tubs. 

1  pair  horse  sluigs,  extra  heavy,  for 
hoisting  horses. 

1  dozen  horse  slings. 

3  dozen  lanterns,  and  locks. 
\  dozen  hand  lanterns. 

2  dozen  common  brooms. 
2  dozen  hickory  brooms. 
2  dozen  brush  brooms. 

^  dozen  headers. 

I  dozen  2-bnshel  baskets. 

\  dozen  swabs. 

1  dozen  shovels. 


^  dozen  large  handle  hoes. 
1  dozen  currycombs. 

1  dozen  horse  brushes. 

2  dozen  cedar  buckets. 
2  dozen  oak  buckets. 

^  dozen  painted  buckets. 

\  dozen  3-tined  forks. 

^  dozen  4-tined  forks. 

175  halters. 

1  portable  pump. 

25  feet  suction  horse. 

50  feet  leading  hose. 


New  York,    Wednesday,  December  31,  1862. 
Commodore  G.J.  Van  Brunt,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  chainnan. 

Question.  State  your  residence,  profession,  and  present  employment. 

Answer.  My  residence  is  in  Dedham,  Massachusetts;  I  am  a  com- 
modore in  the  navy  of  the  United  States. 

Question.  State,  if  you  please,  commodore,  what  connexion,  if  any, 
you  had  with  preparing  transportation  for  the  Banks  expedition,  under 
what  orders  you  acted,  and  at  what  time  you  received  your  orders. 

Answer.  I  received  my  orders  on  the  14th  of  last  month — Novem- 
ber. I  was  at  the  time  on  a  court-martial,  and  I  reported  the  same 
day  to  General  Banks,  under  those  orders.  This  is  all  the  order  I 
ever  received  on  the  subject,  which,  you  will  perceive,  is  to  **  super- 
vise."'     It  is  a  telegraphic  despatch,  and  reads  as  follows: 

*' November  13,  1862. 
'•Proceed   to   New   York   and   report   to    Major  General  N.   P. 
Banks,  United  States  navy,  at  759  Broadway,  for  special  service  in 
the  supervision  and  outfit  of  the  transport  fleet  of  his  expedition. 

-  GIDEON  WELLES, 

^^  Secretary  of  the  Navy.'^ 
Commodore  G.  J.  Van  Brunt,  U.  S.  N. 

When  I  arrived  here  I  reported,  in  obedience  to  those  orders,  to 
General  Banks.  General  Banks  stated  to  me  at  the  time  that  C'om- 
fflodore  Vanderbilt  had  the  outfitting  and  selection  of  the  vessels  for 
tbat  expedition — in  other  words,  the  chartering  and  procuring  of 
transportation  for  those  troops.  He  told  me  that  he  wanted  me  to 
examine  these  vessels,  and  also,  that  Commodore  Vanderbilt  would 
give  me  a  list  of  them.  A  number  had  been  chartered  previous  to 
my  arrival  here.  I  went  to  see  Commodore  Vanderbilt;  I  showed 
him  this  telegraphic  despatch.  He  said  that  he  had  already  chartered 
*  number  of  vessels,  and  he  gave  me  a  list  of  them.     But  previously, 
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however,  when  General  Banks  told  me  that  he  wanted  tne  to  examine 
these  vessels  as  to  their  fitness  for  carrying  troops,  and  the  number 
they  would  carry,  and  to  attend  generally  to  the  outfits  to  see  that 
they  were  properly  fitted  for  sea,  I  went  down  to  see  Commodore 
Vanderbilt  and  told  him  what  General  Banks  had  said  about  it,  and  he 
gave  me  a  list  of  vessels.  I  told  General  Banks  that  I  thought  I  was 
not  competent  to  decide  upon  steamers,  for  I  was  not  an  engineer, 
but  that  I  would  want  somebody  else  to  make  this  examination.  I 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  have  somebody  that  was  more  compe- 
tent. He  said  that  they  bad  already  thought  of  Mr.  Charles  Haswell, 
who  was  an  engineer,  and  who  was  examining  steamers  here  for  the 
underwriters  and  knew  all  about  the  steamers.  I  told  him  I  thought 
it  was  a  very  ^ood  appointment.  He  then  gave  me  a  letter  author- 
izing me  to  employ  Mr.  Haswell.  Of  that  letter  I  will  furnish  you  a 
copy,  if  you  desire  it.  I  therefore  employed  Mr.  Haswell  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  an  examination  of  the  steamers  for  this  expedition. 

Question.  What  did  you  understand  was  your  duty  in  this  con- 
nexion; was  it  to  thoroughly  overhaul,  examine,  and  inspect  the 
different  vessels  employed  by  Commodore  Vanderbilt? 

Answer.  I  never  so  understood  it,  for  Commodore  Vanderbilt  had 
the  authority  of  the  government  to  employ  these  vessels. 

Question.  What  was  your  distinct  business? 

Answer.  My  distinct  business  was  to  go  on  board,  ascertain  the 
number  of  people  they  would  carry,  and  the  stores,  &c.,  and  to  see 
that  they  were  not  overloaded;  and  I  visited  all  the  ships  repeatedly 
during  their  outfit  for  that  purpose. 

Question.   Do  you  know  anything  of  the  M.  Sanford  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     I  was  on  board  of  her  repeatedly. 

Question.  Did  you  examine  her  as  to  her  sea- worthiness? 

Answer.  I  did  examine  her — that  is  to  say,  I  required  from  Mr. 
Haswell  a  written  statement  of  the  condition  of  every  vessel.  I  con- 
sidered him  the  examining  officer.  I  have  his  report  upon  every 
steamer.     I  went  with  him  upon  all  these  occasions. 

Question.  I  understand  Mr.  Haswell  to  be  an  engineer? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  but  not  only  that;  he  examined  the  hull  and 
rigging,  and  so  reports. 

Question.  Is  he  employed  by  the  board  of  underwriters  to  examine 
hulls  also  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  so  I  understand.  He  has  a  statement  of  every 
stealer  in  the  harbor,  I  believe.  I  have  here  his  report,  and  can 
furnish  you  a  copy.  I  told  him,  when  I  was  authorized  to  employ 
him,  that  he  must  make  a  written  report  of  every  vessel. 

Question.  Then,  commodore,  the  whole  responsibility,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  for  the  examination  of  the  hulls,  engines,  and  equipments 
of  every  description,  rested  upon  Mr.  Haswell? 

Answer.  Certainly.  Mr.  Haswell  was  appointed  by  General  Banks 
through  me. 

Question.  Why  was  Mr.  Haswell  selected  for  this  purpose? 

Answer.  Because  I  told  General  Banks  that  I  was  not  competent 
to  decide  upon  steamers.     I  was  not  the  person  to  decide  upon  that 
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question;  nor  did  I  ever  select  any  of  these  vessels.  The  vessels 
were  selected  by  Commodore  Vanderbilt.  After  I  stated  to  General 
Banks  that  I  thought  I  was  not  the  proper  person  to  decide  upon  the 
steamers,  General  Banks  issued  the  following  order  : 

**  Headquarters  Banks's  Expedition, 

''New  York,  November  17,  1862. 

' '  Commodore  :  The  general  commanding  authorizes  you.  in  the 
special  service  in  which  you  are  engaged,  to  avail  yourself  of  the 
assistance  of  Nicholas  H.  Haswell,  his  services  to  be  compensated  at 
the  rates  usual  in  this  city  for  similar  inspections. 
''Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

/*  RICHARD  B.  IRWIN, 
' '  Lieutenant  Colonel  and  A.  A,  O, 
'*  Commodore  G.  J.  Van  Brunt, 

•'  United  States  Navy,  New  York.^^ 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  Jersey  Blue  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  was  on  board  her  frequently.  Commodore 
Vanderbilt  told  me  he  had  engaged  the  Jers'ey  Blue,  and  wished  her 
to  be  inspected.  I  told  Mr.  Haswell  to  go  down  with  me  and  look  at 
her.  We  went  there,  and  examined  her.  I  can  also  furnish  the 
report  in  her  case.  I  was  here  entirely  without  authority.  I  had 
no  authority  to  control  those  army  officers  I  could  not  control  Com- 
modore Vanderbilt  It  was  a  curious  position  to  place  me  in.  All 
I  could  do  wSs  to  recommend.  I  told  Commodore  Vanderbilt  fre- 
quently that  these  small  vessels  were  not  such  as  I  would  have 
selected.  As  to  the  Jersey  Blue,  she  had  been  in  the  employ  of  the 
government  a  good  while.  She  had  been  down  in  the  Burnside 
expedition  previously. 

Question.  Were  these  reports  of  Mr.  Haswell,  in  regard  to  the 
condition  of  the  different  vessels,  submitted  to  Commodore  Vander- 
bUt? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  j  always.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  read  those 
written  reports  ;  but  Mr.  Haswell  and  myself  always  reported  to  Com- 
modore Vanderbilt,  for  I  have  been  in  the  office  of  Commodore  Van- 
derbilt ever  since  I  have  been  on  this  duty.  I  told  him  in  general 
terms  that  I  had  looked  at  the  vessel,  and  she  would  carry  so  many 
men  andxould  be  berthed  for  so  many  men  ;  that  she  had  such  and 
such  capacity ;  but  if  I  had  the  selection  and  fitting  out  of  these 
vessels  I  would  not  have  taken  any  of  these  small  vessels.  One  thing 
I  desire  to  say  to  you  ;  that  is,  I  had  no  knowledge,  up  to  three  days 
ago,  of  what  service  was  required  of  these  vessels  ;  how  far  they 
were  to  go. 

Question.  Would  some  of  these  vessels  that  went  on  the  Banks 
expedition  have  been  proper  vessels  to  go  as  far  as  the  Chesapeake  ? 

Answer.   Perfectly. 

Question.  But  wholly  unfit  to  go  beyond  Cape  Hatteras? 

Answer.  I  would  not  have  sent  them  myself.  They  were  consid- 
ered competent,  however. 
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Question.  If  you  had  known  where  the  expedition  was  going,  and 
the  selection  of  the  vessels  had  been  left  to  you,  were  there  many  of 
these  vessels  that  you  would  refuse  to  have  employed  to  go  on  this 
expedition  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  would  not  have  taken  any  of  these  small  pro- 
pellers or  river  steamers.  I  had  frequent  conversations  with  Com- 
modore Vanderbilt,  and  told  him  if  I  had  the  selection  of  these 
vessels  I  would  prefer  fine  first-class  sailing  ships,  if  we  could  not 
get  first  class  steamers. 

Question.  I  observe  in  this  report,  as  to  the  condition  of  the  Jersey 
Blue,  that  Mr.  Haswell  reported  her  **  condition  and  seaworthiness 
in  hull,  engine,  and  boilers,  as  fair,  under  very  favorable  circum- 
stances of  weather,  and  her  security  and  provision  against  fire  indif- 
ferent.'' 

Answer.  That  is  the  case  with  all  these  small  vessels.  The  secu- 
rity against  fire  is  not  perfect  in  any  of  the  small  vessels. 

Question.  Is  the  same  character  of  report  made  as  to  their  being 
rated  as  *'fair"  as  to  seaworthiness  *^' under  very  favorable  circum- 
stances of  weather  ?  " 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  not  all  of  them.  There  are  diflFerent  classes  of 
them.  That  is  a  small  vessel.  My  supposition  always  was  that  these 
small  steamers  of  light  draught  of  water  were  selected  for  the  reason 
that  they  would  be  wanted  when  the  expedition  reached  its  destina- 
tion to  transport  the  troops  in  shoal  water,  and  to  be  used  as  tugs, 
&c.  I  did  not  know  it,  because  I  had  no  knowledge  of  the  services 
required. 

Question.  Were  you  on  board  the  Niagara  ? 

Answer.  Repeatedly. 

Question.  What  report  did  Mr.  Haswell  make  as  to  her  ? 

Answer.  I  have  his  report  here.  He  reported  her  condition  and 
seaworthiness,  in  hull,  engines,  and  boiler,  to  be  fair,  and  her  security 
and  provision  against  fire  indifferent.  That  appears  by  his  written 
report,  now  before  me.  A  similar  report  is  made  in  every  one  of 
these  cases. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Haswell  examined  particu- 
larly the  timbers  and  hulls  of  these  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  went  on  board  with  him.  I  saw  her  on  the 
ways,  in  the  first  place,  when  she  was  putting  her  sponsons.  on.  I 
went  over  there,  and  she  was  on  the  ways  at  Jersey  City,  and  Mr. 
Haswell  examined  her.  I  was  with  him.  Her  bottom  appeared  fair, 
and  was,  no  doubt.  The  sponsons  on  that  vessel  were  put  on  tight, 
as  was  supposed,  and  the  subsequent  difficulty  arose,  as  I  suppose, 
from  the  fact  that  her  sponsons  leaked  before  she  got  to  Philadelphia, 
and  filled  with  water.  The  vessel  became  logy  ;  the  men  got  fright- 
ened, and  they  run  into  Delaware  breakwater.  Any  man  who  knew 
anything  about  this  subject  would  tell  you  that,  if  they  had  taken  a 
plank  off,  so  as  to  allow  the  water  to  run  jn  and  out,  that  difficulty 
would  have  been  overcome  ;  because  these  sponsons  were  simply  to 
break  the  sea  off  of  the  guards,  and  if  they  had  taken  a  plank  out, 
she  would  have  been  perfectly  seaworthy.     There  was  no  evidence 
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of  weakness  about  her.  I  went  around  her,  and  if  I  had  discovered 
any  evidence  of  weakness,  I  would  have  noticed  it.  I  believe  she 
would  have  performed  her  voyage. 

Question.  To  New  Orleans? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  believe  she  could;  that  is  my  opinion  about 
it;  I  examined  her  particularly;  I  was  on  board  her  particularly 
when  she  sailed;  I  went  aboard  to  see  that  she  was  not  overloaded; 
there  were  about  one  hundred  men  then  alongside,  and  a  large  amount 
of  freight  was  also  lying  there  in  a  lighter,  barrels,  &c. ;  I  said  to  the 
quartermaster,  "You  are  loading  this  vessel  too  deep;  you  must  not 
put  those  men  on  board ;  neither  must  you  put  that  material  on  board, 
because  it  is  too  large  a  quantity;  I  think  she  now  has  enough  on 
board;"  she  then  had  440  men,  as  near  as  we  could  ascertain;  at  my 
request  they  were  taken  away  from  her  and  placed  on  another  vessel, 
and  she  went  with  only,  those  men  on  board  her.  That  vessel  could 
easily  have  taken  500  men  if  she  had  not  been  overloaded  with  stores; 
she  had  room  for  that  number.  The  great  diflBculty  is.  that  they 
crowd  all  these  vessels  with  stores  from  the  quartermaster's,  com- 
missar}-'s,  and  medical  departments;  it  is  one  of  the  most  difficult 
things  to  keep  them  in  order. 

Question.  Who  determined  the  number  of  men  to  go  on  each  ves- 
sel? 

Answer.  I  suppose  I  determined  that,  because  I  had  the  vessels 
measured. 

Question.  How  many,  men  were  allowed  per  ton  ? 

Answer.  We  did  not  design  them  per  ton,  but  by  the  space  for 
berths,  Ac. 

Question.  Who  determined  the  amount  of  quartermaster's  stores 
to  go  on  each  vessel  ? 

Answer.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  that;  when  she  was  ready  for 
[  the  stores  it  was  reported  to  the  commanding  general,  and  he  ordered 
them  to  be  put  on  board. 

Question.  How  could  you  prevent  the  vessels  from  being  over- 
loaded if  you  determined  the  number  of  passengers  and  another  man^ 
as  quartermaster,  determined  the  amount  of  freight? 

Answer.  I  could  not;  I  could  not  control  it;  I  could  only  go  aboard 
before  she  went  to  sea,  and  if  I  thought  she  was  overloaded  I  so  re- 
ported it  to  the  commanding  general. 

Question.  Had  you  the  power  to  cause  anything  to  be  taken  out  of 
her?  '  - 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  merely  recommended;  I  had  no  power  over 
anybody. 

Question.   You  acted  merely  as  consulting  agent? 

Answer.   That  is  all. 

Question.  You  had  no  power? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  could  not  take  or  reject  a  vessel  without  con- 
volting  Commodore  Vanderbilt;  I  had  the  Philadelphia  rejected;  I 
went  aboard  of  her  and  found  rotten  timbers  about  her;  she  was  an 
old  vessel;  I  saw  the  rot  myself;  I  took  my  knife  and  dug  into  it,  and 
when  I  reported  it  to  Coihmodore  Vanderbilt  he  said,  **  We  will  not 
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take  her."  My  intercourse  with  Commodore  Vanderbilt  throughout 
this  whole  matter  has  been  of  the  most  pleasant  kind ;  he  was  acting, 
as  I  thought,  with  great  patriotism,  in  serving  the  government  for 
nothing.  I  believe  religiously  that  he  has  saved  the  government 
fifty  per  cent,  in  fitting  out  these  vessels. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  sailing  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  went  on  board  every  sailing  vessel  that  has 
been  employed;  I  feel  myself  responsible  for  those. 

Question.  ThrougB  what  age^t  were  they  selected  ? 

Answer.  They  were,  with  two  or  three  exdeptiohs,  selected  by  Mr. 
Southard,  who  was  recommended  by  General  Bants  for  the  purpose, 
being  acquainted  with  fitting  ships,  particularly  for  horses,  and  he 
has  fitted  them  up  admirably.  We  have  taken  none  but  first  class 
ships;  I  think  they  are  all  first  class  vessels.  Mr.  Southard  I  found 
a  very  able  man,  and  one  who  understood  a  ship  as  well  as  any  other 
man  that  I  ever  sa\y,  and  fie  required  the  vessels  to  find  certain  arti- 
cles which  before  were  found  by  the  government. 

Question.  Which  of  the  sailing  vessels  were  first  taken  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  T.  J.  Southard  was  the  first  one,  of  1,080  tons; 
then  the  Moro  Castle,  the  Sparkling  Sea,  the  Jenny  Beals,  the  Ola- 
man,  &c.  I  think  that  was  the  order  in  which  they  were  taken,  as 
near  as  I  can  recollect. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  Do  I  understand  that  you  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  selection  of  the  vessels? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  nothing  at  all.  He  reported  these  vessels  to 
Commodore  Vanderbilt.  Then  I  went  and  examined  them;  but  I 
feel  that  the  sailing  vessels  are  all  right.  I  think  there  can  be  no 
question  about  the  sailing  vessels.  Commodore  Vanderbilt  in  the 
first  place  took  all  the  best  sea-going  steamers  in  the  harbor.  Gene- 
ral Banks  was  hurrying  him  very  much,  and  he  was  obliged  to  take 
these  small  vessels,  because  it  was  necessary  that  they  should  go  down 
there  quickly.  These  vessels  had  been  employed  by  the  govern- 
ment before;  I  think  all  of  them  had  been. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  steamer  New  Brunswick  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Where  was  she  formerly  in  the  employment  of  the  gov- 
ernment? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  tell  you.     I  never  saw  her. 

Question.   What  was  her  character  and  capacity? 

Answer.  She  is  850  tons.  We  estimated,  in  the  first  place,  that 
she  could  take  800  men.  Afterwards  she  did  take  but  595,  in  conse- 
quence of  her  being  loaded  too  deep  with  material  to  carry  more. 
There  was  too  much  material  aboard  before  the  men  were  taken  on 
board. 

Question.  How  was  the  New  Brunswick  reported  to  you  by  Mr. 
Haswell? 

Answer.  I  have  before  me  the  report  on  the  New  Brunswick.  He 
reported  her  condition  in  seaworthiness  of  hull  and  seaworthiness  of 
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boilers  to  be  good,  and  her  secufity  and  provision  against  fire  as  in- 
different. 
Qaestion.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  What  do  thev  mean  by  "indifferent?'' 
Answer.  He  means  that  they  have  not  all  the  appliances  that  large 
first  class  steamers  have.  It  is  a  form  they  have.  Mr.  Haswell  can 
state  what  his  object  is  in  making  the  report  in  that  form.  They 
have  certain  forms,  and  that  is  the  way  in  which  he  reports  vessels 
to  the  board  of  underwriters. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  history 
or  ages  of  these  vessels? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  inform  yourself? 

Answer.  No,  sir.-    I  never  saw  them  to  examine  them  before.     I 
saw  most  of  them  in  the  roads  repeatedly.     Most  of  these  small 
steamers  were  engaged  in  the  same  service  on  previous  expeditions. 
Question.  Was  the  Niagara  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell;  but  she  has  been  employed  by  the  govern- 
ment. The  owner,  Mr.  Richardson,  will  tell  you  all  about  that.  He 
told  me  that  he  had  expended  $9,000  in  putting  that  vessel  in  order. 
As  far  as  could  be  seen,  she  was  in  good  repair.  There  was  no  evi- 
dence of  weakness;  but  the  soldiers  got  frightened  and  ripped  off  her 
ceiling  with  their  bayonets,  and  found  some  rotten  timber.  And  let 
me  say  to  you,  in  connexion,  that  I  have  a  statement  of  the  officers 
and  crew  which  was,  and  a  statement  of  the  captain  who  commanded 
her  previous  to  her  going  out  on  this  expedition,  (Captain  Havens.) 
I  can  furnish  them  to  you.  I  desired  to  be  put  in  possession  of  the 
whole  of  the  facts.  This  jnan  came  into  the  office,  and  I  requested 
him  to  give  me  a  Written  statement  of  the  exact  condition  of  the 
vessel.  I  desired  the  country  to  know  it,  and  I  am  very  glad  of  this 
investigation. 

Question.  That  statement  says  she  is  as  fit,  probably,  as  any  vessel 
of  her  age;  but  she  is  nineteen  years  old? 
Answer.  I  don' t  know  what  her  age  is. 

Question.  Was  this  statement  of  the  crew  and  officers  of  the  ship 
signed  before  they  started? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  at  Philadelphia.     Here  is  also  a  statement  of  the 
pilot. 
Question.  What  was  the  shape  of  her  hull  ? 

Answer.  She  was  a  common  passenger  steamer.  She  had  been 
ruDuing  in  the  Sound  here. 

Question.    A  vessel  may  be  fit  for  inland  navigation  and  yet  unfit 
for  outside  navigation  ? 
Answer.  Undoubtedly.     She  was  called  a  Sound  boat. 
Question.  Was  she  fit  for  outside  navigation  ? 
Answer.  She  was*  for  running  along  the  coast. 
Question.  But  was  she  for  an  expedition  going  3, 000  miles  ? 
Answer.  I  would  not  have  taken  her  myself  for  that.     She  would 
have  gone  to  Hampton  roads,  I  have  no  doubt. 
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Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  while  all  these  vessels,  in 
your  opinion,  were  fit  to  go  as  far  as  the  mouth  of  the  Chesapeake 
with  safety,  yet  they  were  unfit  to  go  on  a  cruise  as  far  as  the  mouth 
of  the  Mississippi  ? 

Answer.  That  is  my  opinion.     I  would  not  have  sent  them. 

Question.  Had  you  known  that  the  expedition  was  to  go  as  far  as 
the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi  river,  would  you  hnve  protested  against 
troops  being  embarked  on  them? 

Answer.  I  should,  undoubtedly.  I  did  protest  so  far  as  to  say  to 
Commodore  Vanderbilt,  *'I  would  not  send  these  vessels,  but  you 
know  where  they  are  going  and  for  what  they  are  wanted.'' 

Question.  Do  you  know  or  have  you  reason  to  believe  that  any 
persons  who  chartered  vessels  for  this  expedition  were  compelled  to 
pay,  or  did  pay,  or  promise  to  pay  any  per  cent,  to  any  party  or  par- 
ties to  secure  charter-parties  for  their  vessels? 

Answer.  None,  to  my  knowledge .  I  know  of  nothing  of  the  kind. 
I  know  that  it  is  a  custom  here  in  New  York  to  employ  brokers,  and 
pay  them  a  certain  percentage  to  get  their  vessels  employed.  That 
is  done  every  day  here.  I  should  not  be  surprised  if  it  were  the  cas6 
with  some  of  the  sailing  ships  that  brokers  have  been  employed;  for 
I  know  that  brokers  have  come  there  and  offered  ships,  but  Mr.  South- 
ard has  told  me  repeatedly  that  he  did  not  charge  one  cent  for  his 
services.  He  has  been  here  quite  two  months  engaged  in  fitting 
these  ships. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  furnished  the  ship-chandlery  for  these 
sailing  vessels  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  don't  know  anything  .about  it^ 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)*  Did  you  superintend  the  supplies? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  (By  the  chairmam.)  What,  according  to  your  judgment, 
would  be  the  value  of  the  ship-chandlery  that  would  be  furnished  to 
one  of  these  sailing  ships  ? 

Answer.  Very  little,  sir.  I  don' t  think  it  amounts  to  much.  These 
ships  were  required  to  take  whatever  number  of  officers  they  could 
accommodate,  and  the  officers  were  charged  not  to  exceed  one  dollar 
a  day  for  their  board ;  and  they  were  obliged  to  provide  for  them. 
That  Commodore  Vanderbilt  put  in  the  charter-party  to  prevent  the 
officers  being  imposed  upon.  On  the  large  steamers  the  officers  went 
free.  He  commenced  it  on  the  Northern  Light  and  put  it  in  his 
charter-party  that  the  officers  were  to  go  without  cost.  He  said  it 
was  a  small  matter.  He  took  100  officers,  I  think,  in  his  ship,  the 
Northern  Light,  and  he  said  in  the  charter  of  all  these  large  steamers 
they  should  furnish  the  officers  free  of  expense.  In  the  smaller  ves- 
sels they  were  to  furnish  them,  but  the  charge  was  not  to  exceed  one 
dollar  a  day.  I  don' t  think  it  amounted  to  much  in  any  case,  but  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  anything  about  it,  as  I  did  not  attend  to  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Question.  Is  there  any  rule  established  in  the  British  service  as  to 
the  number  of  persons  that  may  be  put  on  board  of  transports  ? 
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inswer.  I  know  of  none,  sir.  I  suppose  that  depends  very  much 
the  kind  of  service  that  is  required.  Their  transports  are  fitted 
;  for  long  voyages  to  India  and  other  distant  points  in  the  British 
onies.  *  I  dare  say  they  have  rules,  but  I  do  not  know  them.  In 
5  transportation  of  passengers  from  here  to  England  they  are  very 
ingent  in  their  rules  as  to  what  vessels  are  to  carry,  but  we  have 
b  had  much  of  that  kind  of  transportation  to  do. 
Question.  What  would  be  the  time  ordinarily  required  to  go  from 
re  to  New  Orleans? 

Answer.  That  would  depend  on  the  season  of  the  year.  I  told  Com- 
)dore  Yanderbilt  that  at  this  season  winds  prevail  from  the  north - 
ird,  westward,  or  eastward;  in  either  case  they  would  run  down  and 
en  take  the  southeast  trades  and  run  into  the  Gulf.  I  told  him  that 
good  sailing  ship  would  make  the  passage  nearly  as  quick  and  cer- 
inly  much  safer  than  steamers.  But  we  have  now  about  as  many 
iling  ships  as  steamers — twenty-six  sailing  ships,  and  they  are  all 
Bt  class  vessels. 

Question.  Who  had  the  control  or  the  power  to  determine  as  to  the 
lalifications  of  the  navigators  and  engineers  of  these  vessels;  or  was 
lere  any  inquiry  made  into  the  capacity  of  the  men  connected  with 
lose  duties  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     That  is  done  by  the  underwriters.     They  are 

ost  interested  in  that  thing  and  believe  nb  inquiry  was  made  into 

That  is  one  of  the  troubles  to  us.     We  do  not  know  when  we 

^nd  a  vessel  to  sea  whether  the  man  in  command  can  navigate  her 

'  not.     These  men  profess  to  know  the  coast,  and  it  is  to  the  inter- 

}t  of  the  underwriters  to  ascertain  that*they  are  skilful. 

Question.  Would  it  be  prudent  and  safe  to  start  a  vessel  out  from 

ere  to  New  Orleans  with  a  mere  pilot  who  knew  the  coast?     Would 

Dot  be  the  dictate  of  prudence  and  wisdom  to  also  put  navigators 

a  board  ? 

Answer.  Certainly.  It  is  presumed  that  the  owner  would  not  put 
man  in  as  captain  who  is  not  competent. 

Question.  Is  it  not  a  rule  in  the  merchant  service  that,  in  addition 
)  the  captain,  there  should  be  three  men  on  board  capable  of  navi- 
ating  the  vessel  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not.  I  think  there  is  no  such  rule  or  law;  I  think 
le  owners  determine  that  for  themselves.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
Dy  inquirj'  made  into  it  at  all,  even  by  the  underwriters.  That  ought 
)  be  the  rule,  but  I  think  it  is  not.  It  is  generally  supposed  that 
be  captain  and  mates  of  a  ship  are  navigators.  I  think  they  are  not 
mployed  without  they  are.     I  would  not  employ  them  if  they  were 

Question.  Then  there  was  no  inquiry  made  on  that  subject  by  you 
)r  any  other  party  representing  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  none  at  all.  1  take  it  for  granted  that  every 
t^ptain  of  a  ship  understands  how  to  navigate  her.  I  will  say,  in 
addition,  I  had  no  authority,  under  my  orders,  to  act  as  inspector, 
luever  considered  myself  as  inspector  at  all;  I  could  not  do  it,  under 
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the  circumstances.     I  was  to  ''supervise''   the  outfit  of  the  expe- 
dition. 

Question.  When  the  Niagara  left  here  was  she,  in  your  opinion, 
overloaded ;  and  if  so,  who  was  responsible  for  it  ? 

Answer.  You  ask  for  my  opinion.  I  examined  her  previous  to  her 
sailing,  and  did  not  think  she  was  overloaded,  as  she  had  but  440 
men,  with  their  equipments,  stores,  Ac,  on  board.  She  was  calcu- 
lated to  carry  500.  If  I  had  found  her  overloaded,  and  had  failed  to 
report  it  to  the  commanding  general,  who  alone  had  authority  to  cor- 
rect it,  I  should  have  been  responsible. 

G.  J.  VAN  BRUNT,     * 
Commodore  United  States  Navy, 

The  following  are  the  papers  alluded  to  by  Commodore  Van  Brunt: 

STATEMENT  OP   CAPTAIN   HAVENB. 

The  undersigned,  former  master  of  the  steamer  Niagara  during 
the  time  said  steamer  was  in  the  employ  of  the  government  previous 
to  the  last  trip,  and  also  as  a  passenger  steamer  on  Long  Island 
sound,  in  all  weather  found  her  able,  staunch,  and  strong,  never 
showing  any  sign  of  weakness  in  any  part  of  her.  I  offered  to  take 
her  south,  and  my  pilots  wished  to  go  with  me;  but  as  my  owner 
would  not  consent  to  my  leaving  her  and  returning  to  my  route  here, 
I  did  not  go.  I  have  been  on  the  sea  for  twenty  years,  and  believe 
the  Niagara  as  good  as  most  vessels  of  her  age,  and  capable  of  per- 
forming the  service  she  waft  sent  upon;  and  had  she  continued  on  her 
voyage  to  her  destination,  no  complaint  would  have  been  made  of 
her  after  her  arrival. 

WICKHAM  S.  HAVENS. 

New  York,  December  20,  1862. 

statement  op  oppicebs  and  crew. 

Steamer  Niagara, 
Philadelphia,  December  16,  1862. 

We,  the  undersigned,  being  the  oflBcers  and  crew  of  this  steamer, 
having  learned  that  a  report  has  been  made  by  the  military  officers 
now  on  board  to  the  effect  that  the  '*  boat  is  unseaworthy  and  a  poor 
sea-boat,  and,  consequently,  unfit  to  proceed  on  her  voyage,"  desire 
to  say  that,  in  our  judgment,  the  vessel  is  seaworthy,  and  is  a  good 
sea-boat,  and  ia  in  a  serviceable  condition  to  proceed  on  the  voyage. 
Many  of  us  have  been  on  the  boat  a  long  time,  and  feel  ourselves  as 
competent  to  judge,  perhaps,  as  any  others  can  be;  and  we  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  the  boat  is  as  safe  and  seaworthy  as  any  other  of 
her  kind. 

Such  is  our  confidence  in  her  good  qualities  that  we  are  willing  to, 
and  desirous  of,  proceeding  on  the  voyage  in  accordance  with  the 
instructions  of  the  government.     We  desire  further  to  say  that  the 
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Statement  reported  to  have  been  made  by  the  officer  before  referred 
to,  viz:  that  we  were  in  danger,  and  therefore  put  in  at  the  Dela- 
ware breakwater,  is  entirely  untrue.  It  is  not  true,  either,  that  we 
had  our  guards  "knocked  up;"  nor  is  it  true  that  we  made' only  five 
miles  per  hour,  the  boat  performing  as  well  as  could  be  expected. 
It  having,  as  we  learn,  been  also  reported  that  the  boat  was  on  fire, 
we  wish  here,  most  emphatically,  to  deny  it.  It  is  true  that  a  very 
small  part  of  the  waste  was  discovered  on  the  boat  smoking^  and  it 
was  thrown  overboard.  During  its  removal  it  ignited,  but  in  no  way 
to  damage  the  boat. 

It  is  true  that  the  spandings  leaked ;  but  that  difficulty  was  soon 
remedied,  and  we  could  have  proceeded  on  our  voyage  without  risk. 
But  the  troops  on  board  had  evidently  made  up  their  minds  (indeed, 
they  so  expressed  themselves)  that  they  would  not  go  on  this  boat, 
and  their  action,  disgraceful  in  the  extreme,  has  been  to  prevent  it. 

The  officers  before  referred  to  have  seen  fit  to  state,  in  one  of  the 
Philadelphia  papers,  that  the  captain  was  obliged  to  put  his  vessel 
in  at  the  breakwater  in  consequence  of  her  leaky  condition.  We 
wish  to  say  that  this  statement  is  also  false.  The  boat  is  perfectly 
tight,  and  shows  no  signs  of  leaking. 

JNO.  GEO.  DORRY,  Master. 
OTIS  R.  YOUNG,  Mate. 

Prank  Shannon,  pilot.  t  l    ""iT  t^  i        j    i  i.     j 

John  C.  Varran,  engineer.  John +^Delay,  deck  hand. 

Thos.  McDonough,  2d  engineer.  j  *!"  wu  r        j     u  u     j 

Martin  Doyle,  3d  engineer.  Edward +^  Whaling,  deck  hand. 

En  Darling,  steward.  Thos.  CoUon,  deck  hand. 

6.  R.  Clough,  watchman.  John  Dority,  fireman. 

Wm.  Ebtly,  wheelsman.  Kuran  Horan,  fireman. 

Lent.  Rehpburgh,  wheelsman.         Michael  Ennis,  fireman. 
John  Jones,  deck  hand.  John  Memesey,  fireman. 

Sidney  Brown,  cook. 

The  witness.  Commodore  Van  Brunt,  presented  the  following  doc- 
uments as  explanatory  of  the  testimony  concerning  the  inspection  and 
classification  of  vessels  : 

New  York,  November  24,  1862. 

Sib  :  I  have  to  submit  the  following  report  regarding  the  steamer 
'    MemenoD  Sanford  : 

1.  Her  condition  and  seaworthiness  in  hull  and  engine  and  boiler 
is  good,  and  her  security  and  provisions  against  fire  are  indifferent. 

2.  In  tools  and  extra  pieces  of  the  character  and  extent  necessary 
for  ordinary  repairs,  her  provisions  are  fair. 

'  3.  In  anchors,  chains,  hawsers,  Ac,  she  is  fully  provided. 

,  4.  Her  draught  of  water,  with  half  stowage  of  fuel,  will  be  eight 

I  feet  four  inches,  and  when  fully  loaded,  as  required,  nine  feet  ten 

I  inches. 

I  5.  She  has  capacity  for  the  transportation  of  750  troops. 

I  Rep.  Com.  75—5 
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6.  With  the  underwriters  her  class  is  five — rate  A  IJ;  security  and 
provisions  against  fire,  indiflerent. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,   very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

CHAS.   H.  HASWELL, 

Engineer  and  Surveyor. 
Commodore  G.  S.  Van  Brunt, 

United  States  Navy,  New  York. 

Memorandum  of  the  netv  system  of  dassijicaiion  of  steamers. 

Glass  one — Sea-going  steamers  having  two  engines  and  sufficient 
spread  of  canvas.  Class  two  —  Sea-going  steamers  having  one  engine 
and  sufficient  spread  of  canvas.  Class  three — Sea-going  steamers 
having  two  engines  and  insufficient  spread  of  canvas.  Class  four— 
Sea-going  steamers  having  one  engine  and  insufficient  spread  of  can- 
vas. Class  five — Steamers  wholly  navigating  sounds,  lakes,  and 
rivers,  or  such  as  by  their  construction  are  only  adapted  to  such  nav* 
igation. 

The  rates  in  each  class  to  run  from  A  1  to  A  3,  by  halves  only, 
and  to  depend  on  the  following  conditions,  added  to  those  of  ordinar;; 
consideration,  viz  :  Character  and  condition  of  machinery;  securitj 
of  openings  in  bottom  of  hull;  security  of  propeller  bearing  and  rud- 
der post;  if  the  hull  is  coppered;  construction  and  location  of  boilers 
if  fitted  with  bilge  injections  and  independent  steam-pumps. 

The  underlining  of  a  rate  by  two  lines  (==)  signifies  that  the  rate 
is  between  that  and  the  grade  next  below  it. 

The  rates  for  security  and  provisions  against  fire  are  there,  viz 
good,  indiflferent,   and  insufficient;  and  will  depend  upon  the  charac 
ter  and  condition  of  lining  to  chimney  rooms,  coating  of  boilers,  use 
of  blowers,  and  being  provided  with  independent  steam  fire-pumps. 

Notes. — Steamers  on  the  run  to  their  intended  route  will  hereaftei 
receive  a  rate  for  the  sea  risk,  in  addition  to  that  due  to  their  propei 
route. 

In  the  case  of  steamers  upon  distant  stations,  the  existing  charactei 
of  the  security  and  provisions  against  fire  must  necessarily  be  un 
known. 

CHAS.  H.  HASWELL,  Surveyor. 

New  York,  January  1,  1854. 


New  York,    Wednesday,  December  31,  1862. 
Henry  E.  Nesmith,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows  : 

Examined  by  the  chairmun. 

Question.  State,  if  you  please,  your  residence  and  occupation. 

Answer.  My  residence  is  in  the  city  of  Brooklyn.  I  am  a  membei 
of  the  firm  of  Nesmith  &  Sons,  of  New  York,  ship-owners  and  commis* 
sion  merchants  ;   '*  shipping  and  commission,''  we  call  ourselves. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  for  yourself,  or  any  other  party  or  par 
ties,  any  vessels  for  what  is  known  as  the  Banks  expedition  ? 


TESTIMONY.  67 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  State,  if  you  please,  what  the  names  of  these  vessels 
were. 

Answer.  One  was  the  ship  Aquila,  for  parties  eastward — a  ship- 
that  was  consigned  to  us  here.  The  other  was  the  ship  Alice  Counce.. 
We  are  part  owners  and  agents.     That  is  all,  sir. 

Question.  At  what  time  did  you  charter  these  vessels? 

Answer.  I  could  not  give  you  the  exact  dates.  I  should  think  the^ 
Aquila  was  about  six  weeks  since.  The  Alice  Counce  now  lies  here.. 
Her  charter  commenced  on  the  8th  of  last  month. 

Question.  For  how  long  a  time  were  they  chartered  ? 

Answer.  Three  months  was  the  time  in  the  charter-party. 

Question.  Through  whom  did  )''ou  eflFect  the  charter-parties  ? 

Answer.  T.  J.  Southard. 

Question.  Where  does  Mr.  Southard  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  Richmond,  Maine. 

Question.  Did  you  apply  in  the  first  instance  to  Mr.  Southard,  or 
some  other  person  ? 

Answer.  I  first  applied  to  another  party. 

Question.  To  whom  ? 

Answer.  To  Cornelius  Vanderbilt. 

Question.  What  reply  did  you  receive  from  him  upon  making  that 
application  ? 

Answer.  The  first  reply  was  that  there  were  no  sailing  ships  wanted, 
or  **  sail-boats,''  as  he  called  them  ;  but  when  they  wanted  any,  we 
should  have  word  sent  to  us.  A  few  days  afterwards,  I  ascertained 
that  Mr.  Southard  had  chartered  two  or  three  ships  that  he  was  inter- 
ested in,  as  well  as  two  or  three  other  ships.  One  of  these  we  had 
to  our  consignment,  belonging  to  neighbors  of  his,  eastward.  I  then 
applied  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt  again,  and  was  referred  by  Com- 
iiKMlore  Vanderbilt  to  T.  J.  Southard. 

Question.  Was  your  contract  made  directly  with  Mr.  Southard,  or 
through  the  intervention  of  some  other  party  ? 

Answer.  The  contract  was  made  through  Mr.  Southard.  He  has  a 
son  in  business  here.  I  went  into  his  office  several  times,  but  the 
conversation  and  the  reply,  I  think,  was  made  in  Commodore  Van* 
derbilt's  office — I  think  in  the  outer  office  of  the  building  where  he 
is.  He  replied  that  he  would  accept  the  ship.  The  original  contract,, 
it  was  my  understanding,  was  made  with  T.  J.  Southard. 

Question.  What  per  cent,  were  you  required  to  pay  Mr.  Southard 
to  secure  the  charter-party  of  your  vessel  ? 

Answer.  The  commission  named  was  five  per  cent. 

Question.  Was  it  five  per  cent,  upon  the  gross  earnings  of  the  ves- 
sel during  the  continuance  of  the  charter-party  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  The  government  has  the  right  to  extend  the 
charter  if  they  wish  it.  We  pay  five  per  cent,  commission  upon  the 
gross  amount  of  the  charter. 

Question.  Did  you  enter  into  a  written  contract  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  but  it  is  not  signed  by  myself.  It  is  signed  by 
the  captain. 
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Question.  Do  you  now  mean  the  charter-party  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  the  agreement  for  the  commission,  also. 
Question.   Who  was  it  signed  by  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Southard  ? 
Answer.  The   agreement  for  the   commission  was  not   signed  by 
any  one  on  his  part.     It  was  merely  a  one-sided  agreement  to  pay 
•certain  commissions. 

Question.  To  whom  is  it  taken  ? 
Answer.  It  was  taken  without  name. 
Question.  Was  the  payee  in  Ihe  contract  left  blank  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  the  consideration  for  the  contract  the  procurement 
of  the  charter-party  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  this  the  case  in  regard  to  the  Aquila  and  the  Alice 
Counce  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  The  agreement  in  regard  to  the  Aquila  was 
signed  in  the  oflBce  of  Southard,  Wright  A  Hussey,  and  handed  by 
Mr.  Wright  to  the  captain  to  sign. 

Question.  Were  the  other  sailing  vessels,  so  far  as  you  know,  char- 
tered for  this  expedition,  procured  by  Mr.  Southard  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  with  the  exception,  I  believe,  of  the  L.  L.  Sturges 
and  the  George  Peabody,  and 'another  large  ship.     Mr.  Russell  Stur- 
ges chartered  them  the  L.  L.  Sturges.  The  George  Peabody  belonged 
to  William  F.  Weld  &  Co.,  of  Boston.     I  forget  the  other  ship. 
Question.  Was  it  the  Belle  Wood  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  Those  three  vessels  were  chartered  by  Mr. 
Russell  Sturges.  They  were  chartered  here.  The  ships  were  here 
at  the  time.  I  presume  that  Russell  Sturges  got  the  George  Peabody 
from  Crocker,  Wood  &  Co.,  or  J.  W.  Elwell  &  Co. 

Question.  Who  supplied  the  ship-chandlery  for  your  vessels? 
Answer.  The  Aquila  was  supplied  by  Neff  &  Merrill.     The  Alice 
Counce  has  not  received  her  supplies.     They  will  be  from  the  same 
parties. 

Question.  What  relation  do  they  hold  to  Mr.  Southard  ? 
Answer.  Mr.  Merrill  is  a  son-in-law  of  his,  I  believe. 
Question.  Are  you  under  obligation  to  procure  your  ship-chandlerj 
from  them  for  the  Alice  Counce  ? 

Answer.  I  made  an  oflFer  of  that  kind  myself. 
Question.  Did  you  make  that  ofifer  because  you  knew  it  was  neces- 
sary in  order  to  secure  the  charter  of  the  vessel  ? 
Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  did. 
Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  Was  it  an  inducement? 
Answer.  Possibly  it  might  have  been  an  inducement. 
Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  Did  you  make  it  because  you  had 
been  informed  that  such  contracts  were  necessary  in  order  to  secure 
charter-parties  before  ? 

Answer.  I  had  heard  so;  but  still  I  would  not  like  to  go  so  far  as 
that.     It  was  my  own  offer. 

Question.  How  many  of  these  26  sailing  vessels  chartered  for  this 
expedition  secured  their  ship-chandlery  of  Neff  &  Merrill? 
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Answer.  I  should  think  the  majority;  still  I  could  not  answer 
correctly  on  that. 

Question.  How  much  is  the  value  of  the  ship-chandlery  for  vessels 
of  that  kind  for  such  a  voyage  ? 

Answer.  They  fit  out  probably  for  six  months,  and  stores  are  the 
principal  item.  I  could  not  give  you  the  exact  figures.  These  ships 
are  fitted  for  six  months.  As  to  the  officers,  I  believe  the  captain 
takes  care  of  them  himself;  they  make  a  contract  at  one  dollar  per 
day  each;  that  is  generally  for  their  own  benefit  if  they  can  make  any- 
thing out  of  it.  I  cannot  give  you  the  exact  figures.  The  ship- 
chandlery  would  be  owing  to  the  state  the  ships  came  in  in;  some 
require  more  than  others.  I  should  suppose  the  bills  would  be 
$1,200  to  $1,500  each. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  more  than  five  per  cent,  having  been 
paid,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  to  Mr.  Southard,  or  any  member 
of  his  family,  or  any  firm  of  which  a  member  of  his  family  is  a  part- 
ner? 

Answer.   I  do  not,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  the  intervention  of  any  other  brokers 
or  agents  in  the  procurement  of  charters  except  the  broker  who  was 
the  immediate  agent  of  the  owner  and  Mr.  Southard  or  his  firm  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  do,  except  this  case  I  spoke  of,  of  Mr. 
Sturges;  but  that  had  nothing  to  do  with  Mr.  Southard. 

Question.  In  chartering  those  two  vessels  you  acted  as  the  agent 
of  parties  to  the  eastward,  and  you  charged  them  a  per  cent,  in  those 
cases? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     One  ship  was  ours. 

Question.  The  ordinary  charge  for  ship-brokerage  in  New  York  is 
what? 

Answer.  Two  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  Then  the  owners  in  these  cases  were  required  to  pay 
seven  and  a  half  per  cent  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  wrote  our  friends,  Messrs.  Oliver  Moses  & 
Sons,  the  owners  of  the  Aquila,  that,  in  consequence  of  having  this 
large  commission  to  pay,  we  would  not  charge  them  more  than  one  and 
a  quarter  per  cent.  The  other  ship  we  owned  with  Mr.  William 
Singer,  of  Thomaston. 

Question.  State  whether  or  not  you  have  paid  to  Mr.  Southard  five 
per  cent,  upon  the  charter-party  of  the  ship  Aquila  ? 

Answer.  We  did;  we  paid  it  to  his  son. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  any  voucher  or  evidence  of  payment? 
If  so,  state  what  it  was. 

Answer.  There  was  a  bill  presented  and  a  receipt  taken  for  the 
money  paid.  His  son  received  the  money  for  him.  The  following  is 
a  copy  of  the  bill  and  the  receipt: 
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Ship  Alice  Couiice^  or  otvners,  to  T,  J.  Southard.  Dr. 
1862. 
Dec.  8.     For  3  months'   commissions  on  charter  to  Banks 
expedition,   l,156|-f  tons,  at   $3  75   per  ton  a 

month,  $1,315  41,  at  5  per  cent. $650  77 

Received  payment  December  23,  1862. 

T.  J.  SOUTHARD, 
Per  C.  H.  T.  J.  SOUTHARD. 
Approved : 

WILLIAM  J.  SINGER. 

Received,  New  York,  December  13,  1862,  from  Messrs.  Nesmith 
&  Sons,  six  hundred  and  seventy-one  dollars  and  forty  cents,  for  bill 
commissions  ship  Aquila. 

$671  40.  T.  J.  SOUTHARD, 

Per  C.  H.  T.  J.  SOUTHARD. 

Question.  Who  is  C.  H.  T.  J.  Southard? 

Answer.  T.  J.  Southard's  son. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  In  addition  to  this  five  per  cent,  you 
charged  one  and  a  quarter  per  cent.? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  did  not  share  this  five  per  cent,  with  Mr.  Southard  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  we  did  not  get  a  cent  of  it. 

Question.  Was  there  any  arrangement  by  which  you  were  to  share 
this  money? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  The  only  conversation  was,  I  told  him  **I 
understand  we  are  to  be  put  on  the  same  terms  with  other  parties;'' 
and,  in  closing  up  the  transaction,  he  said  to  me  he  could  make  no 
return;  that  he  had  to  do  with  somebody,  and  that  there  was  some- 
thing behind.  That  was  the  sum  and  substance  of  the  understand- 
ing— that  there  was  something  else;  that  he  had  to  take  care  of  some- 
body else,  and,  of  course,  I  would  have  to  stand  to  one  side. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  The  eflFect  of  the  transaction,  then, 
was  to  deprive  you  of  one  and  a  quarter  per  cent,  of  your  legitimate 
commissions  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  of  one  and  a  quarter  per  cent.  Two  and  a  half 
per  cent,  is  the  regular  rate.  Sometimes,  when  the  amount  is  very 
large,  we  make  it  less. 

Question.  Is  it  ever  more  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  when  there  are  two  or  three  parties  concerned. 

Question.  Suppose  this  vessel  should  be  retained  by  the  govern- 
ment for  a  period  of  time  exceeding  three  months  ;  are  you  under 
obligation,  in  honor  or  law,  to  pay  Mr.  Southard  five  per  cent,  upon 
the  amount  that  may  be  received  after  the  expiration  of  the  three 
months'  charter-party? 

Answer.  The  signed  agreement  made  by  the  captain  is  still  in  their 
hands,  which  binds  the  vessel  for  the  payment  of  five  per  cent,  on 
the  extended  time  of  the  charter. 
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Qnestion.  So  that  the  owners  of  the  vessels,  or  the  representatives 
of  the  owners  of  the  vessels,  were  compelled  to  pay  their  five  per 
cent,  for  three  months  on  the  charter-parties  in  advance  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Qnestion.  And  then  enter  into  a  written  agreement  to  pay  five  per 
cent,  upon  any  amount  that  might  be  received  upon  the  continuance 
of  the  charter-party  ?    , 

Answfer.  I  don't  know  whether  you  understand  me  ;  the  original 
agreement  he  still  holds,  which  binds  them  for  the  three  months,  and 
any  continuation  of  the  time.  When  he  collects  that  bill,  he  still 
keeps  that  agreement  back. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  any  vessels  for  the  Port  Royal  expedi- 
tion? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  any  for  the  Butler  expedition  to  New 
Orleans  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  we  did  not. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  any  for  the  Burnside  expedition? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  any  for  what  is  called  the  McClellan  ex- 
pedition ? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  vessels  to  the  government  or 
government  agents  prior  to  these  you  have  mentioned  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  We  have  had  ships  that  have  been  in  our  hands 
taken  out  in  that  way  by  other  parties — ^by  parties  in  Boston  and  by 
parties  here;  that  is,  where  this  business  would  be  ofiered  them  by 
other  parties.  We  had  one  case  in  this  expedition — the  Olamon. 
She  waa  to  our  consgnment,  but  the  business  being  oflFered  by  Mr. 
Southard  direct,  and  he  being  a  neighbor  of  the  owner,  we  stood  to 
one  side-,  and  on  that  we  get  nothing.  There  were  one  or  two  ships 
we  had  here  during  the  time  Captain  George  was  chartering  the 
Batler  expedition  in  Boston.  We  wrote  the  owners  to  call  upon  him 
in  Boston.     Out  of  that  we  got  nothing;  we  had  to  stand  aloof. 

Question.  Was  the  reason  that  you  stood  aloof  from  chartering  any 
vessels  to  government  agents  for  prior  expeditions,  because  you  were 
compelledKo  pay  a  percentage  to  those  who.  represented  the  govern- 
ment in  the  transaction  of  this  business  ?  ^ 

Answer.  I  should  say  that  that  was  one  reason. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  rates  that  have  been  paid 
to  the  government  agents  for  any  of  these  prior  expeditions  to  enable 
parties  to  secure  charters  ? 

Answer.   Only  from  hearsay. 

HENRY  E.  NESMITH. 
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New  York,  Wednesday,  December  31,  1862. 
Thomas  D.  Taylor,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside,  and  what  is  your  employment  ? 

Answer.  I  reside  at  No.  61  Johnson  street,  Brooklyn.  My  place 
of  business  is  at  No.  35  Wall  street.  I  am  marine  inspector  and  editor 
of  the  American  Lloyd's  Register  of  Shipping. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  fitting  out  any  of  the  ves- 
sels in  the  expeditions  sent  out  by  the  government  within  the  last 
few  months  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  familiar  with  any  of  the  vessels  chartered  foF 
these  expeditions  ? 

Answer.  With  some  of  them  I  am.  I  do  not  remember  the  names 
of  them;  I  paid  so  little  attention  to  their  going  ofl". 

Question.   What  is  the  business  of  a  marine  inspector  ? 

Answer.  To  examine  vessels  to  ascertain  their  seaworthiness  to  go 
to  sea. 

Question .  Are  you  in  the  employment  of  the  ship-owners  ? 

Answer.  I  am  in  the  employment  of  a  marine  insurance  company. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  inspect  the  steamer  Niagara  ? 

Answer.  Not  specially,  but  I  have  been  aboard  of  her. 

Question.  When  did  you  see  her  ? 

Answer.  In  July  last. 

Question.  Did  you  regard  her  as  a  seaworthy  vessel  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  regard  her  as  a  seaworthy  vessel. 

Question.  Do  you  know  her  age  ? 

Answer.  Well,  on  my  reports  I  think  I  have  got  her  down  as  built 
in  1844. 

Question.  Where  was  she  built? 

Answer.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  in  Niagara  City,  on  the  lakes 
somewhere. 

Question.  What  do  you  estimate  her  value  to  be  at  the  time  she 
sailed  on  the  expedition  ?  <. 

Answer.  If  I  were  going  to  purchase  her  myself,  I  probably  would 
not  give  over  $6,000  or  $7,000  for  her.  All  she  was  worth  at  all  was 
her  engines  and  the  iron  about  her.  For  a  boat  for  cargo  and  passen- 
gers, to  go  outside  of  Sandy  Hook,  I  would  not  have  sent  my  dog  out- 
side in  her  for  safety. 

Question.  If  she  was  fit  for  any  sort  of  employment,  it  would  be 
on  some  inland  waters? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  She  might  have  done  to  run  up  and  down 
North  river  here,  perhaps,  but  I  would  have  been  afraid  to  have 
trusted  passengers  aboard  of  her  then. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  Jersey  Blue  ? 

Answer.  I  have  seen  her. 

Question.  Did  you  inspect  her  and  examine  her  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

QaestioD.  Was  she  a  seaworthy  vessel  ? 

Answer.  It  was  some  years  ago.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  consider  these 
▼essels  fit  to  go  outside. 

Qnestion.  What  of  the  Quinebang  ? 

Answer.  She  is  one  of  the  same  style  of  boats. 

Question.  Shetucket? 

Answer.  She  is  one  of  the  same  class  of  boats — only  calculated  to 
run  in  the  sound. 

Question.  The  Charles  Osgood  ? 

Answer.  The  Charles  Osgood  was  a  better  boat  than  any  of  those 
you  have  mentioned. 

Question.  The  James  S.  Green  ? 

Answer.   I  do  not  know  her. 
•  Question.  The  Quincy? 

Answer.  The  Quincy  was  built  in  BuflFalo  in  1857.  She  was  alto- 
gether uncalculated  for  outside  navigation. 

Question.  The  Saxon  ? 

Answer.   I  am  not  familiar  with  her. 

Question.  The  Haze  ? 

Answer.   The  Haze  is  a  good  boat. 

Question.  The  Prometheus  ? 

Answer.   She  is  a  good  boat;  I  examined  her. 

Question.  The  Albany  ? 
\      Answer.  1  am  not  familiar  with  her. 

Question.  The  Cambria? 

Answer.  She  is  a  very  fine  boat — an  iron  boat.  She  was  taken  by 
the  blockading  squadron,  and  refitted  here  or  in  Philadelphia. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  Mary  A.  Boardman  ? 

Answer.  I  have  seen  her,  but  I  have  never  examined  her. 

Question.  The  Continental? 

Answer.  The  Continental  was  a  good  boat. 

Question.  The  New  Brunswick  ? 

/Answer.  I  don't  know  her. 
Question.  The  Honduras? 
Answer.  She  is  a  little  boat,  not  calculated  for  outside  work.     She 
was  built  here  some  two  years  ago.     I  think  she  was  built  for  carry- 
ing cattle. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  sailing  vessels  employed 
for  the  Banks  expedition  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  do.  Those  26  vessels  in  that  list  (see  list  of  ves- 
sels ill  testimony  of  Cornelius  Vanderbilt)  are  all  good  ships  for  that 
class  of  ships.     They  are  a  good  class  of  ships. 

Question.  Are  you  familiar  with  the  rates  at  which  vessels  are 
chartered  at  this  time  and  have  been  for  the  last  year  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir;  that  is  not  a  part  of  my  business. 
Question.  Are   you   familiar  with  the  subject  of  the  stowage  of 
vessels  and  their  capacities  ? 
Answer.  Well,  I  have  been ;  when  I  went  to  sea  I  have  been  in 
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ships  where  they  carried  passengers  from  Liverpool  and  Havre  to  the 
United  States  ports. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  many  passengers  were  stowed  on  each 
vessel  for  the  Banks  expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  have  never  been  called  upon  in  any  way  for 
any  of  those  expeditions,  and  have  felt  no  interest  in  them. 

Question.  How  many  passengers  would  be  a  humane  and  proper 
number  for  a  vessel  like  the  Montebello,  of  1,049  tons? 

Answer.  It  depends  on  how  many  decks  she  has.  That  vessel  is  a 
two-decked  ship.  I  think  about  400  or  450  men,  to  make  them  com- 
fortable. 

Question.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  about  the  same  number  should 
be  allowed  for  other  vessels  of  that  description  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  say,  from  900  to  1,100  tons,  450  to  500  would 
be  quite  enough  for  health  and  comfort.  • 

Question.  Is  your  opinion  of  the  unseaworthiness  of  the  Niagara 
based  on  the  fact  that  she  was  an  old  vessel  and  was  decayed,  or 
upon  the  fact  that  she  was  improperly  constructed  for  outside  navi- 
gation ? 

Answer.  On  both  of  those  accounts.  She  was  improperly  con- 
structed for  outside  navigation,  and  was  a  rotten,  decayed  vessel, 
entirely  unfit  for  service  without  thorough  overhauling  and  repairing. 
I  was  astonished  at  the  chartering  of  that  vessel.  I  did  not  know 
how  it  could  be  possible  that  such  a  vessel  could  hscve  been  taken 
into  the  employment  of  the  government. 

Question.  Could  such  a  vessel  as  the  Niagara  be  seaworthy  if  her 
bottom  were  in  fair  condition  in  its  appearance  on  the  outside,  but 
her  main  timbers,  her  beams,  all  completely  rotten  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  she  would  not  be  qualified  to  go  to  sea.  I  have 
reason  to  know  about  the  Niagara.  I  went  aboard  of  her  last  summer. 
She  ran  from  here  to  Greenport,  on  Long  Island,  in  a  passenger 
trade.  It  was  general  talk  with  every  person  that  knew  anything 
about  the  boat  that  she  was  a  rotten  boat;  that  they  were  afraid  she 
would  sink  some  night  in  the  sound  while  they  were  going  down. 

Question.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  vessels  of  the  class  of  the 
Jersey  Blue  were  unfit  for  outside  navigation  ? 

Answer.  There  may  be  circumstances  under  which  a  vessel  of  that 
kind  might  go  outside,  but  they  are  very  rare. 

Question.  Is  it,  or  not,  the  fact  that  a  vessel  might  go  safely  as  far 
as  the  capes  of  the  Delaware  or  Chesapeake  and  yet  be  wholly  unfit 
to  go  bej^oiid  Cape  Hattoras  ? 

Yes,  sir,     A  vessel  might  leave  here  this  moTuing  and 
^-^ble  time,  and  get  along  as  far  as  the  Delaware,  but 
°iy  can  proceed  further  or  go  as  fax  ^  Ga^€>  H*^" 
re  known  it  to  happen  that  they   »^^  p?ist   Cape 
gale  or  boisterous  weather. 
""^n   know  anything  of  the  persorx^^      \      ^^^^  ^^" 
Hese  propellers  and  steamers  ? 
;  do  not. 
t  be  safe  to*  intrust  a  vessel    ^^^^^        xo'v. '''^^  ""^ 
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not  a  navigator  in  undertaking  such  a  voyage  as  from  here  to  the 
capes  of  Florida  or  New  Orleans? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  A  man  might  go  in  a  steamship,  as  pilot  to 
carry  her  out  of  port  and  into  port  of  destination,  but  when  at  sea 
the  machinery  might  become  disabled,  they  might  have  a  gale  of 
wind  and  be  blown  oflF  to  sea,  and  the  man  would  not  know  how  to 
get  back  again.  He  could  not  make  any  port;  if  he  did,  it  would  be 
accidental. 

Question.  Is  there  any  rule  among  commercial  men  or  insurance 
men  as  to  the  number  of  employes  on  board  a  vessel  who  shall  be 
navigators  ? 

Answer.  It  is  generally  two,  sir;  the  captain  and  first  officer.  The 
underwriters  require  two  navigators,  also  the  merchants.  I  have 
never  been  in  any  merchant  service  where  they  employed  less  than 
two  navigators — the  captain,  and  one  or  two  navigators  with  him. 

THOMAS  D.  TAYLOR. 


New  York,   Wednesday,  December  31,  1862. 
Andrew  J.  Richardson,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  chairmxin. 

Question.  State  your  residence  and  employment. 

Answer.  My  residence  is  in  New  York;  my  place  of  business  is  at 
Xo.  160  Fulton  street;  manufacturing  is  my  employment. 

Question.  Are  you  the  owner  of  the  steamer  Niagara  ? 

Answer.   I  am. 

Question.  When  did  you  buy  her  ? 

Answer.   In  June  of  1862. 

Question.  Of  whom  did  you  buy  her  ? 

Answer.  I  bought  her  of  the  American  Transportation  Company 
on  Lake  Ontario. 

Question.  Where  was  she  employed  at  the  time  you  bought  her  ? 

Answer.  On  Lake  Ontario. 

Question.  When  was  she  built? 

Answer.  She  was  originally  built  in  1845  or  1846,  I  think,  sir;  and 
rebuilt  in  1849. 

Question.  Where  was  she  built  ? 

Answer.  I  think  at  Prenchtown,  on  Lake  Ontario. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  for  her  ? 

The  Witness.  Do  you  mean  the  original  purchase  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir. 

Answer.  The  price  of  the  original  purchase  was  $10,000. 

Question.  In  what  business  had  she  been  engaged  from  the  time 
she  was  built  to  the  time  you  purchased  her  on  Lake  Ontario  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  speak  as  to  that  from  experience,  sir. 

Question.  Speak  from  information. 

Answer.  She  was  used  as  a  passenger  and  freight  boat,  according 
to  my  information. 
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Question.  What  employment  was  she  engaged  in  before  being  char 
tered  for  the  Banks  expedition  ?  j 

Answer.  Perhaps  it  would  be  well  for  me  to  state  that  I  purchased   i 
her  to  use  her  on  a  route  on  Long  Island  sound,  but  I  found  she  was  ; 
too  heavy  and'  drew  too  much  wat^r  for  that  business,  and  I  withdrew 
her  from  that  route.     That  was  about  the  time  of  the  movement  of  i 
General  McClellan's  army  from  the  Chesapeake  bay.     She  was  taken  i 
up  in  August  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  in  the  removal  of  that  army. 
She  was  returned  to  me  in  September.     Since  then  she  has  been 
under  the  hands  of  the  mechanics  undergoing  repairs. 

Question.   What  amount  of  repairs  ? 

Answer.  Something  like  $10,000  or  $12,000. 

Question.   What  repairs  ? 

Answer.  I  have  repaired  her  engines  and  boilers,  and  have  substi-   ^ 
tuted  timbers  wherever  it  was  discovered  that  they  were  needed;  and 
they  made  general  repairs. 

Question.  Under  whose  direction  were  they  made  ? 

Answer.  Under  the  direction  of  competent  joiners  here  in  the  city  - 
of  New  York. 

Question.  Who  was  the  master  workman  or  chief  man  ? 

Answer.  I  employed  no  such  man.  I  don't  know  as  I  can  now 
give  the  names  of  my  principal  men  without  my  books. 

Question.  Who  took  her  up  for  the  McClellan  movement? 

Answer.   Mr.  John  Tucker. 

Question.  At  what  rates  ? 

Answer.  At  $400  a  day. 

Question.  How  long  was  she  then  in  the  employ  of  the  government? 

Answer.  I  cannot  give  the  exact  time.  She  was  taken  in  August 
and  returned  in  September.  I  think  she  was  taken  about  the  20th 
and  returned  about  the  20th. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Tucker  take  her  up  directly  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  himself. 

Question.  Did  you  furnish  the  hands? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  did  it  cost  to  run  her  per  day  ? 

Answer.  I  can  give  you  the  exact  cost  from  my  books.  It  was, 
perhaps,  $100  a  day. 

Question.  Who  chartered  her  of  you  the  last  time  she  was  char- 
tered? 

Answer.   Commodore  Vanderbilt. 

Question.  Did  Commodore  Vanderbilt  charter  her  himself? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  Commodore  Vanderbilt  familiar  with  her  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  he  was,  sir. 

Question.  Had  he  ever  been  on  board  her  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  he  had,  sir. 

Question.   Upon  what  representations  did  he  ta.Veher? 
^^wer.    Learning   that    Commodore  VanderViU  ^aa   cbartering 
Is  of  that  character  for  this  Banks  expediticm,!  applied  tx>  bim 
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and  made  known  that  I  had  this  boat.     He  immediately  sent  a  man 
he  had  in  his  employ — a  captain  of  old  experience — 
Question.  What  is  his  name  ? 
Answer.  Lafevre,  I  think,  sir. 

Question.  The  present  commander  of  the  North  Stat? 
Answer.  I  don't  know,  sir.     My  recollection  is  that  his  name  was 
Lafevre.     He  went  with  me  on  board  her.     The  object  was  to  ascer- 
tain her  general  character  and  capacity  for  carrying  troops.     He  ex- 
amined her  with  me  and  reported  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt.     I  saw 
the  commodore  again,  perhaps  a  day  or  two  after  that.     She  was  then 
andergoing  repairs.     He  made  a  proposition  as  to  price,  which  was 
>600  a  day,  the  risks  and  responsibilities  to  be  borne  by  myself  en- 
tirely, the' expense  of  m^'  crew  to  be  incurred  by  me,  the  expense  of 
sleeping  and  boarding  generally  the  officers  of  the  regiment  to  be 
borne  by  myself ;  indeed,  all  the  expenses  to  be  borne  by  myself.     I 
suggested  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt  that  the  price  he  was  paying  to 
other  boats  was  larger,  in  proportion,  than  he  had  offered  me.     The 
matter  was  then  left  open  as  to  price,  it  being  agreed  that  the  Niagara 
should  receive  a  price  proportioned  to  the  number  of  troops  she  took 
on  board,  compared  with  other  boats;  a  certain  boat  was  named — the 
New  Brunstvick.     The  measurement  was  taken,  and  resulted  in  a  re- 
port, I  believe,  that  she  was  competent  to  carry  600  troops.     They 
afterwards  modified  that  to  500,  finding,  I  understand,  that  they  had 
calculated  too  largely  for  all  these  boats.     She  was  placed  in  a  posi- 
tion to  receive  500  troops;  450  were  taken  on  board,  or  about  that 
number,  with  about  20  officers.     The  price  has  never  been  adjusted 
between  Commodore  Vanderbilt  and  myself  any  further  than  that. 
The  matter  was  left  open  in  that  way.     She  went  from  here  with  that 
number  of  troops  on  board.     Two  days  after  that,  and  before  I  had 
had  time  to  see  Commodore  Vanderbilt,  she  was  reported  to  be  in 
Philadelphia. 

Question.  Do  I  understand  that  the  inspection  made  of  her  was  by 
Captain  Lafevre? 

Answer.  I  beg  your  pardon;  I  should  have  said  that  Commodore 
Van  Brunt  and  Mr.  Haswell,  whom  1  understood  at  the  time  to  be 
government  inspectors,  inspected  her  after  that.  They  went  through 
the  regular  form  of  inspection  and  examination.  Since  her  repairs 
she  has  had  no  certificate.  It  was  necessary  after  these  repairs  that 
she  should  have  a  new  certificate,  and  these  inspectors  made  the  ex- 
amination with  a  view  to  giving  that  certificate  if  she  merited  it,  I 
believe. 

Question.  It  was  necessary  she  should  have  a  new  certificate  after 
inspection  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  inspected  her  for  that  purpose  ? 
Answer.  These  very  gentlemen  I  have  referred  to— Commodore 
Van  Brunt  and  Mr.  Haswell. 
Question.  Did  they  give  a  certificate  to  you  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
Question.  Have  you  got  it? 
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Answer.  It  is  on  board  the* ship,  sir. 

Question.   What  is  the  purport  of  that  certificate? 

Answer.  The  requirements  are,  as  I  understand,  that  the  boat  shall 
be  seaworthy  and  safe  to  carry  passengers  ;  that  her  boilers  and  en- 
gine shall  be  in  good  condition  ;  that  there  shall  be  a  test  applied  as 
to  the  quantity  of  steam  the  boiler  shall  be  allowed  to  carry.  The 
usual  examination  of  the  hull  was  gone  through  with  ;  also  the  ex- 
amination of  the  engine  and  boiler,  a  test  being  applied  to  deter- 
mine the  quantity  of  steam  she  should  be  allowed  to  carry.  That 
test  I  should  say  is  seldom  or  never  put  to  the  fullest  capacity  of  the 
boiler.  We  are  called  upon  to  state,  in  running  our  boats,  how  much 
steam  we  want  to  carry.  We  state  that,  and  then  the  boiler  is  put  to 
the  test,  to  determine  whether  it  is  safe  to  allow  her  to' carry  that 
amount.  We  were  called  upon  to  state  the  amount  of  steam  we 
would  like  to  carry  in  that  boiler.  We  placed  it  at  25  pounds.  The 
test  was  applied  at  once,  and  I  think  we  got  25  or  27  pounds,  and  we 
were  told  we  could  have  more  if  we  wanted  it. 

Question.  That  certificate  is  signed  by  Mr.  Haswell  and  Commo- 
dore Van  Brunt  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  sure  that  it  is.  It  is  signed  by  our  regular  port 
inspectors  ;  whether  they  are  the  parties  who  signed  the  certificate, 
or  not,  I  am  not  sure.     The  certificate  will  show  for  itself. 

Question.  Where  is  that  certificate  ? 

Answer.  It  is  on  board  the  vessel.     That  vessel  is  at  Philadelphia. 

Question.  Did  Commodore  Van  Brunt  and  Mr.  Haswell  examine 
the  timbers. of  the  vessel? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  they  find  them  sound  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  they  examine  her  bottom  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  She  was  on  the  ways  four  or  five  days  here,  for 
the  purpose  of  making  some  repairs  on  her  bottom — or  rather  for  the 
purpose  of  coppering  the  bottom. 

Question.  Did  Commodore  Van  Brunt  furnish  any  writing  as  to  the 
inspection  to  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  no  other  than  the  certificate,  if  he  signed  the 
certificate.  That  is  all  that  is  required .  The  commodore  was  very  par- 
ticular in  making  the  examination — very  particular,  indeed.  He  took 
a  light  and  went  into  all  the  dark  places  and  corners  in  the  boat,  and 
examined  particularly  her  main  timbers. 

Question.  Where  her  timbers  were  cased  up,  were  they  examined  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  they  were  not.  The  main  timbers  of  this  boat 
are  casec}  only  in  what  is  called  the  gentlemen's  cabin — ^the  aft  cabin 
of  the  boat,  which  is  the  only  cabin  in  the  hull  of  the  boat;  the  rest 
of  boat  being  entirely  open  and  exposed — unlike  our  boats  in  this 
part  of  the  country,  the  timbers  of  which  are  cased  the  entire  length 
of  the  boat. 

Question.  Who  commanded  the  Niagara  on  this  expedition  ? 

Answer.   Captain  John  G.  Dorry. 

Question.  How  long  had  he  been  on  board  her  ? 
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Answer.  From  about  the  commeaeemeDt  of  the  last  repairs.  He 
took  charge  officially  a  few  days  before  she  left. 

Question.  What  knowledge  had  you  of  his  capacity  as  a  navigator? 

Answer.  I  had  the  highest  recommendation  from  men  of  experi- 
ence— men  in  whom  I  had  confidence. 

Question.  Who  is  the  mate  ? 

Answer.  His  name  is*  Young. 

Question.  Is  he  a  navigator  ? 

Answer.  He  represented  himself  to  me  as  having  had  considera- 
ble experience  at  sea. 

Question.  Did  he  bring  you  any  credentials? 

Answer.  He  offered  to  show  me  some,  but  I  did  not  examine  them. 
I  did  not  deem  it  necessary. 

Question.  Did  he  represent  himself  as  skilled  as  a  seaman  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  represent  that  he  was  skilled  in  the  science  of 
navigation  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     It  was  not  necessary. 

Question.   Was  anybody  else  on  board  who  was  a  navigator  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  my  pilot,  a  man  of  many  years'  experience. 

Question.   Where  had  he  been  employed  ? 

Answer.  In  the  service  on  this  coast  for  many  years,  as  a  coast 
pilot. 

Question.  Was  his  character  and  capacity  that  of  a  coast  pilot? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  had  charge  of  the  stowage  of  the  vessel? 

Answer.  The  captain. 

Question.  Did  he  direct  the  amount  of  quartermaster's  stores  to  be 
pot  on  board  ? 

Answer.  Not  the  amount.     I  do  not  know  who  had  charge  of  that. 

Question.  What  amount  was  put  on  board? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  tell  you.-  It  was  represented  that  ^they 
would  require  sixty  days'  stores.  Whether  the  sixty  days'  stores 
were  put  on,  or  not,  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Who  furnished  the  charts  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.    What  charts  did  you  furnish  ? 

Answer.  All  the  charts  necessary  to  navigate  between  this  and 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  including  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 

Question.    Were  you  required  by  any  one  to  furnish  such  charts  ? 

Answer.    We  were  not,  sir. 

Question.   You  were  not  aware,  then,  what  charts  were  necessary? 

Answer.  Oh!  yes,  sir;  anyone  familiar  with  this  coast  would  know 
what  charts  were  necessary. 

Question.    Did  you  know  where  the  vessel  was  going  to  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  she  was  taken  up  for  any  point  on  the  coast,  I 
think. 

Question.  How  was  she  built,  as  compared  with  vessels  of  more 
recent  construction  ? 

Answer.    I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any  difference.     I  doubt 
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whether  the  model  of  the  vessel,  if  that  is  what  you  desire  to  get  at, 
has  been  improved  upon  (or  can  be  improved  upon)  since  her  con- 
struction.    I  am  so  told  by  experienced  seamen. 

Question.    Are  you  sole  owner  of  the  Niagara? 

Answer.  I  am,  sir.  She  was  originally  built  in  1845  or  1846,  and 
was  rebuilt  in  1849.  She  dates  from  1849.  I  owned  her  from  last 
spring. 

Question.  You  say  you  are  a  manufacturer.  What  do  you  manu- 
facture ? 

Answer.  Cotton.  My  mills  are  not  here,  but  I  reside  here.  I 
have  long  been  a  resident  here.  I  am  a  merchant  of  the  city  of  New 
York.  I  would  like  to  add  some  explanations.  You  have  undoubt- 
edly seen  the  newspaper  statements  in  relation  to  her  unsound  con- 
dition; some  saying  she  is  entirely  rotten;  that  she  was  unseaworthy 
when  she  left  here;  that  she  leaked  badly;  that  she  was  on  fire  at 
one  time.  A  great  many  of  such  statements  have  been  made,  all  of 
which,  I  believe,  are  entirely  false.  They  have  no  foundation  in 
fact — not  one  of  them.  So  far  as  the  rotten  timber  is  concerned, 
the  troops  were  in  a  disorderly  condition  when  they  left  here,  and 
after  leaving  here  they  saw  fit  to  mutilate  the  boat;  they  did  so  a 
great  deal.  They  tore  the  casing  oflF  of  these  timbers — ''carlines," 
as  we  call  them.  They  are  light  timbers  for  supporting  the  deck. 
They  tore  the  casing  oflF  of  those  carlines,  and  found  three  of  them 
decayed  more  or  less.  The  only  decayed  timber  found  about  this 
boat  by  any  one  now  on  her,  or  any  of  those  who  went  on  her,  (for 
there  have  been  none  to  examine  her  since.)  has  been  those  three 
carlines,  which  constitute  part  of  the  support  of  the  main  deck.  By 
the  side  of  these  three  carlines — either  by  the  side  of  the  three 
carlines,  or  between  two  of  them — runs  one  of  the  main  timbers  of  the 
vessel,  which  was  also  stripped.  That  timber  is  about  ten  or  twelve 
inches  square,  and  is  of  solid  white  oak,  and  is  as  sound  to-day  as 
ever;  I  examined  it  particularly,  and  it  is  as  sound  to-day,  and  as 
thoroughly  bolted,  and  the  bolting  is  as  sound  as  when  first  put  on 
the  vessel.  That  timber  constitutes  one  of  the  main  timbers  of 
the  vessel,  like  which  there  are  a  number  in  the  vessel — I  do  not 
know  how  many — and  all  of  which,  as  far  as  I  have  been  able 
to  discover,  (and  I  have  examined  pretty  thoroughly,  and  have 
also  sent  competent  men  to  ascertain,)  are  as  sound  to-day  as 
when  placed  in  the  vessel.  They  constitute  the  main  strength  of 
the  deck.  So  far  as  the  hull  itself  is  concerned,  I  have  given  atten- 
tion to  it;  a  great  part  of  it  (not  its  entire  length)  is  cased.  So  far 
as  I  have  been  able  to  discover,  that  also  is  as  sound  as  the  other 
timbers,  except  where  there  was  a  little  piece  of  sap  in  the  timber,  or 
a  little  knot.  There  you  may  find  a  little  decay,  but  not  to  injure  the 
vessel,  and  a  thing  n^t  unusual  in  a  vessel  which  has  been  built  two, 
three,  or  four  years.  So  far  as  the  build  of  the  vessel  is  concerned, 
it  is  entirely  sound,  so  far  as  I  know.  The  outside  of  the  vessel 
(that  is  to  say,  the  hull)  has  also  been  thoroughly  examined  by  men 
competent  to  examine,  with  a  view  to  making  any  repairs  necessary, 
if  any  repairs  were  necessary.  She  was  put  upon  the  ways,  and 
remained  there  several  days  for  the  purpose  of  painting  her  bottom 
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vnth  a  metallic  substaDce.     A  close  examination  disclosed  two  small 
pieces  of  plank  a  little  decayed.     These  two  pieces  were  taken  out 
of  her,  and  new  pieces  substituted.     The  vessel  was  found  to  be 
very  *'foul,"  as  it  is  called  by  seafaring  men — dirty  in  the  hold. 
Question.  When  was  this? 

Answer.  This  was  just  previous  to  the  charter.  She  was  found 
dirty  in  her  hold.  She  had  a  large  accumulation  of  coal  ashes,  chips, 
and  shavings  that  had  been  allowed  to  get  into  the  bottom  and  ob* 
struct  the  chains — the  ** limber  chains''  they  are  called.  To  clean 
out  this  accumulation  in  the  bottom  of  that  vessel  it  became  necessary 
to  take  out  two  or  three  of  the  main  planks  of  the  bottom  of  the 
Tessel.  They  were  taken  out.  There  were  present  at  the  time  four 
or  five  old  ship-builders,  ship-owners,  and  sea  captains,  all  of  whom 
loade  a  personal  examination,  at  my  request,  of  the  bottom  of  the 
vessel,  and  that  part  exposed  by  the  taking  out  of  those  planks;  and 
the  parties,  every  one,  expressed  great  surprise  at  finding  so  much 
sound  strong  timber  in  a  vessel  built  for  such  a  length  of  time,  and 
80  little  racking.  I  state  these  facts  as  they  came  to  me. 
Question.  Were  you  present? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  was  present  during  most  of  the  time.  These 
places  were  covered  up.  After  cleaning  the  vessel  out  these  two 
Tmsoand  spots  had  new  pieces  substituted  before  she  went  into  the 
water  again.  It  was  stated,  also,  that  the  vessel  leaked  badly,  and  that 
ghe  put  into  the  Delaware  breakwater  on  account  of  her  leaking;  that 
the  soldiers  in  pumping  her  discovered  rotten  timbers,  Ac.  This 
boat  has  pumps  which  are  worked  by  steam,  which  do  all  the  pump- 
ing necessary.  There  never  was  a  soldier  or  officer  or,  member  of  the 
crew  of  the  boat  put  a  hand  to  the  pump  to  pump  her.  There  has 
been  no  necessity  of  pumping  since  she  left  here.  My  engineer  tells 
me  that  in  washing  the  decks,  or  something  of  the  kind,  they  allowed 
some  of  the  water  to  run  into  her  bottom,  and  for  a  few  moments, 
they  set  the  pumps  to  work  to  pump  that  out.  The  boat  is  reported  to 
me  as  tight  as  she  ever  was.  They  had  no  occasion  for  any  soldier 
to  work  at  the  pumps.  She  has  not  leaked  since  she  left  here,  as  I 
am  informed. 

Question.  What  has  been  the  employment  of  Captain  Dorry  before 
you  engaged  him  ? 

Answer.  As  captain  of  steamers  and  sailing  vessels.     I  think  he 
said  he  had  been  for  forty  years  in  the  business;  he  was  fifty-eight 
years  old,  I  think — a  man  of  large  experience.     He  has  that  appear- 
ance. 
Question.  Has  he  been  engaged  on  this  coast  ? 
Answer.    Yes,  sir;  in  government  employment   mostly.     He  has 
been  on  river  and  inland  waters  and  on  the  ocean;  he  has  been  a 
navigator  on  the  ocean  generally,  and  on  the  inland  rivers  and  on  the 
coast.     On  the  southern  coast  he  says  he  is  as  familiar  with  it  as  with 
his  alphabet.     He  came  here  highly  recommended  by  old,  experi- 
enced officers. 

Question.    Did  you,   directly  or   indirectly,  through   yourself  or 
another,  pay,  or  agree  to  pay,  or  do  you  feel  yourself  under  any  obli^ 
Rep.  Com.  75 6 
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gation  to  pay,  to  any  person  or  persons  any  sum  of  money  or  other 
thing  of  value  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the  employment  of  your 
vessel  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  always  gone  to  the 
government  direct  for  anything  I  had  to  do  with  it.  I  do  not  know 
but  it  would  be  proper  for  me  to  say  here  that,  in  this  chai  ter  by 
Mr.  Tucker,  Mr.  Tucker  chartered  the  boat  entirely  upon  my  repre- 
sentation— that  is,  the  charter  that  I  referred  to,  in  the  first  place, 
on  the  Potomac.  The  government  was  in  a  hurry  for  vessels  to  move 
that  army,  as  I  understood.  I  was  in  Washington  at  the  time,  and 
represented  to  Mr.  Tucker  that  I  had  this  vessel,  and  I  gave  him  a 
description  of  her.  He  asked  me  what  I  would  charter  her  at,  and  I 
told  him  I  thought  she  was  worth  $400  a  day,  I  paying  expenses. 
He  remarked  they  had  been  paying  $450  to  $500  a  day  for  vessels  of 
her  class,  judging  from  my  description;  but  that  they  had  been  cut 
down  twenty-five  per  cent,  at  the  time  all  these  were  cut  down. 
They  were  kept  in  employment  longer  than  was  contemplated.  I 
stated  to  him  that  as  this  boat  would  be  wanted  only  for  a  short  time, 
and  as  there  was  a  good  deal  of  wear  and  tear  in  a  boat  used  for  car- 
rying troops  as  a  transport,  I  felt  that  she  would  be  cheap  at  $400  a 
day.  At  any  rate,  I  would  fix  that  price,  and  if,  upon  examination  of 
the  boat,  it  was  found  that  she  was  not  worth  it,  he  had  simply  to 
report  to  me  what  he  thought  she  was  worth,  and  that  should  be  the 
price. 

Question.  You  have  known  Mr.  Tucker  for  several  years  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  But  this  is  the  only  transaction  you  have  ever  had  with 
government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  these  are  the  only  transactions  I  have  ever] had 
with  the  government  direct  during  this  war. 

Question.  Nor  with  any  agent  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  how  much  may  be  embraced  in  that;  I  am 
engaged  in  other  business  that  has  been  connected  with  govern- 
ment. 

Question.  What  other  business  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  have  been  connected  directly  and  indirectly  with 
James,  of  Chicopee;  I  had  the  agency  of  Mr.  James's  rifled  projec- 
tile, which  came  up  casually  at  first. 

Question.  You  have  sold  those  to  government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  J.  RICHARDSON. 


New  York,  Wednesday,  December  31,  1862. 
.John  A.  McGaw,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Eocamined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  residence  and  occupation. 
Answer.  My  place  of  business  is  at  107  South  street;  I  am  a  ship- 
owner. 
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Question.  Did  you  charter  any  vessels  to  any  agent  of  the  United 
States  government  to  be  employed  in  what  is  known  as  the  Bank& 
expedition  ? 

Answer.   I  chartered  a  ship — the  Belle  Wood. 

Question.  At  what  time  did  you  charter  her;  at  what  price,  and 
for  how  long  a  period  ? 

Answer.  The  date  of  the  charter-party,  I  think,  is  the  19th  of  thi& 
month,  December;  the  price  was  $3  75  per  month  per  registered  ton, 
and  the  term  was  to  be  not  less  than  three  months. 

Question.  Was  it  to  be  continued  at  the  option  of  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Through  what  agent  or  agents  was  the  contract  made  ? 

Answer.  The  information  came  to  me  from  Mr.  Hurlbut;  the  in- 
formation was,  that  Captain  Russell  Sturges  wanted  to  charter  a  ves- 
sel for  the  government  use.  I  made  the  terms  with  Captain  Sturges, 
and  he  took  me  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt's  oflSce,  and  there  the 
charter  was  made. 

Question.  State  what  those  terms  were. 

Answer.  I  agreed  to  pay  Captain  Sturges  five  per  cent.,  and  I 
voluntarily  agreed  to  pay  Mr.  Hurlbut  one  per  cent,  for  the  informa- 
tion; I  was  not  exactly  bound  to  do  that,  but  we  do  such  things  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  the  earliest  information  from  brokers,  as  I  do 
my  business  almost  entirely  through  brokers.  Mr.  Hurlbut  is  a  ship- 
broker  on  South  street. 

Question.  Who  is  Captain  Sturges? 

Answer.  He  is  a  steamboat  man.  I  do  not  know  what  he  calls  his 
regular  business.  He  is  a  steamboat  man,  and  charters  vessels  some- 
times. 

Question.  Did  you  apply  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt  to  charter  your 
vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  I  did,  sir. 

Question.  Did  any  one  apply  to  him  for  you? 

Answer.   1  cannot  say  that,  sir,  either. 

Question  What  is  the  usual  rate  of  brokerage  in  such  cases  as 
these? 

Answer.  Well,  it  varies,  sir.  I  suppose  the  usual  rate  is  two  and 
a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  How  happened  it  that  you  agreed  to  pay  Mr.  Sturges 
five  per  cent.? 

Answer.  Because  I  could  not  get  the  charter  in  any  other  way — at 
least  I  thought  so  ? 

Question.  Why  did  you  think  so,  if  you  had  not  applied  to  Com- 
modore Vanderbilt? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  as  it  is  easy  to  put  that  into  words. 
Question.  Try  it. 

Answer.  I  don't  know  as  it  is  easy,  because  there  is  so  much  un- 
derstood that  we  do  not  positively  know — we  suppose  so  much.     I 

had  a  young  man  making  efforts,  and  I  did  myself,  through  Mr.  Hus- 

sey  or  Mr.  Wright  and  somebody  else. 
Question.   Of  Southard,  Wright  &  Hussey? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  had  a  young  man  who  does  out-door  busi- 
ness for  me,  who  made  application  through  them  for  a  charter. 
Whether  either  of  these  parties  ever  saw  Commodore  Vanderbilt  or 
■not  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  vessels  being  chartered 
through  the  agency  of  Captain  Sturges  ? 

Answer.  Yes^  sir ;  I  do  know  that  the  charter  of  the  ship  L.  L. 
^Sturges  was  so  obtained; 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  the  charter  of  the  George  Peabody 
ivas? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  my  own  knowledge,  but  Captain  Sturges 
was  there  in  Commodore  Vanderbilt' s  office  when  the  bargain  was 
made.  He  told  me'  in  Commodore  Vanderbilt' s  office  that  she  was 
chartered  ? 

Questionr  Wa^  there  any  understanding  and  agreement  between 
you  and  anybody  else  as  to  who  should  furnish  the  ship -chandlery  for 
your  Belle  Wood?  • 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  there  was  nothing  said  to  me  in  relation  to  any 
otheV  matters  than  those  that  I  have  stated  here — I  say  ** nothing.'' 
There  was  a  trivial  matter  ;  that  is,  I  agreed  to  furnish  the  vessel 
either  for  soldiers  or  for  horses,  whichever  the  government  chose;  but, 
having  furnished  for  soldiers,  if  they  wished  to  put  in  horses  they 
must  make  the  alterations  themselves.  At  $3  75  I  was  to  put  her  up, 
and  I  was  ready  to  do  this.  Captain  Sturges  sent  me  word  that  Mr. 
Baxter  was  a  very  good  man  for  that  work.  I  knew  that  myself,  be- 
cause he  had  fitted  out  a  vessel  for  me. 

Question.   Who  is  Baxter? 

Answer.  He  is  a  joiner,  at  101  Market  street. 

Question.  Had  he  any  connexion  with  Sturges? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of.     I  thought  he  would  be  a  very  good  - 
man,  and  I  employed  him. 

Question.  What  reply  did  you  get  from  Wright  &  Hussey  when 
you  applied  to  them  ? 

Answer.   I  got  no  definite  reply.     I  saw  Mr.  Wright  myself. 

Question.  Did  you  learn  from  them  the  terms  upon  which  they 
procured  charters  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     I  did  not  ask  any  questions  in  relation  to  it. 

Question.  Were  you  satisfied  that  you  could  not  directly  eflfect 
this  charter-party  with  Commodore  Vanderbilt  when  you  agreed  to 
pay  six  pe'r  cent,  to  secure  it  through  these  other  parties  ? 

Answer.  Well,  the  best  evidence  on  that  subject  would  be  what  I 
did. 

Question.  What  infiaenced  your  mind  to  believe  that  you  could 
not  get  a  charter  of  Commodore  Vanderbilt?  Was  it  the  current  be- 
lief of  the  town?  Was  it  the  treatment  you  received  from  Commodore 
Vanderbilt? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  had  not  seen  him  at  all.  I  think  it  must  have 
been  what  the  brokers  said  to  me. 

Question.   What  brokers  ? 

Answer.  These  brokers  I  saw  that  had  to  do  with  this.     I  am  not 
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about  the  city  much.     I  stay  in  my  office.     I  don't  go  on  'change.   I 
know  little  of  such  matters  except  what  I  get  from  them. 

Question.  Was  it  the  general  understanding  among  ship-brokers 
that  these  charter-parties  must  be  secured  through  Russell  Sturges 
k  Co.,  and  Southard,  Wright  &  Hussey,  and  through  no  other 
parties  ? 

Answer.  I  can  only  speak  so  far  as  I  know.  Yes,  it  was  my  un- 
derstanding; but  if  I  were  called  upon  to  say  how  I  came  to  that  con- 
clusion, I  could  only  say  I  came  to  it  from  what  brokers  said  to  me. 

Question.   I  ask  for  the  general  idea  of  the  brokers. 

Answer.  That  is  it,  so  far  as  I  knpw.  You  see  I  am  not  with  the 
brokers  much.     I  am  not  what  you  call  an  active  business  man. 

JOHN  A.  McGAW. 


New  York,   Wednesday,  December  31,  1862. 
C.  H.  T.  J.  Southard,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  residence,  occupation,  and  age. 

Answer.   I  am  a  commission  merchant  in  New  York,  at  38  South 
street.     I  was  twenty-one  years  old  last  June. 

Question.   Of  what  firm  are  you  a  member? 

Answer.   Southard,  Wright  &  Hussey. 

Question.  What  relation  do  you  bear,  if  any,  to  Thomas  J.  South- 
ard, of  Richmond,  Maine? 

Answer.   I  am  his  son. 

Question.  What  is  the  business  in  which  you  are  engaged  ? 

Answer.    Commission  and  brokerage  business. 

Question.  Ship-broker? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   What,  if  anything,  had  you  to  do  with  the  procurement 
of  charters  for  what  is  known  as  the  Banks  expedition  ? 

Answer.   All  we  had  to  do  with  that  was,   we  charged  the  owners 
commission  on  their  charters. 

Question.  Were  you  engaged  by  the  owners  as  their  brokers  to 
procure  charters? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  many  charters  did  you  obtain  ? 

Answer.  Twenty-one,  I  think,  sir. 

Question.   What  was  the  rate  or  terms  upon  which  you  obtained 
the  charters? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  How  long  did  the  charters  run  for? 

Answer.  Three  months. 

Question.  Did  the  government  reserve  the  privilege  of  retaining 
the  vessels  longer,  if  they  should  see  fit  ? 

Answer.  Sometimes.  Some  of  them  the  government  retained; 
Bome  they  did  not.  I  don't  linow  now  which  they  retained  and 
which  they  did  not  retain. 
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Question.  Was  there  or  not  in  the  charter-party  a  provision  that 
after  the  expiration  of  three  months  they  shoula  be  continued  in 
service  at  the  option  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.   I  think  there  was  something  of  the  kind. 

Question.   Was  that  the  case  with  all,  or  part? 

Answer.  Some  were  to  be  delivered  in  New  York,  some  wherever 
they  were  a  mind  to. 

Question.  I  ask  whether  it  was  the  case  with  all  or  a  patrt  of  them 
that  the  government  could  retain  them  after  the  expiration  of  three 
months  ? 

Answer.  With  all  of  them;  that  is  the  way  the  charter-parties  read. 

Question.  Did  you  fill  out  the  charter-parties? 

Answer.  I  filled  out  a  good  part  of  them. 

Question.   Who  filled  out  the  others? 

Answer.  Some  were  filled  out  in  Commodore  Vanderbilt's  office, 
and  some  in  our  office,  and  some  at  the  Washington  Hotel.  I  filled 
out  most  of  them  myself. 

Question.  Was  this  five  per  cent,  paid  by  the  ship-owners,  or 
their  representatives,  upon  the  three  months  in  advance  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  also  enter  into  a  written  agreement  with  the 
owners  or  captains,  or  other  representatives  of  the  owners  of  vessels, 
that  they  should  pay  five  per  cent,  upon  any  amount  that  might  be 
received  after  the  expiration  of  the  three  months,  provided  the  vessels 
were  continued  in  the  employment  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  happened  it  that  all  these  vessels  were  chartered 
through  your  house  ? 

Answer.  Well,  they  offered  the  vessels  to  Mr.  Southard,  and  he 
took  them  through  us. 

Question.  How  happened  it  that  the  other  ship-owners  and  brokers 
employed  your  house  to  do  the  business  ? 

Answer.   Well,  that  I  don't  know. 

Question.  There  were  vessels  chartered  that  were  under  the  control 
and  management  of  Nesmith  &  Sons  ;  how  happened  it  that  Nesmith 
&  Sons  did  not  make  their  contracts  directly  with  Commodore  Van- 
derbilt,  but  made  them  through  your  interposition  ? 

Answer.  That  I  don't  know. 

Question.  How  happened  it  that  when  one  vessel  was  chartered  by 
Snow  &  Surges,  the  firm  of  Snow  &  Surges,  who  were  themselves 
brokers,  employed  your  firm  to  do  it  ? 

Answer.  Well,  they  knew  we  were  doing  that,  and  they  came  to 
us  the  same  as  the  rest. 

Question.  What,  then,  was  the  necessity  of  the  charter  passing 
through  the  hands  of  two  sets  of  brokers :  first.  Snow  &  Surges,  the 
representatives  of  the  owners,  and  then  Southard,  Wright  <fe  Hussey  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  ;  I  don't  know  the  necessity  of  it. 

Question.   Was  this  percentage  paid  to  Southard,  Wright  &  Hussey? 

Answer.  It  was  paid  to  me  ;  I  collected  all  that  was  collected. 

Question.  Was  it  paid  to  you  for  your  firm? 
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Answer.   It  was  paid  to  me  for  the  firm. 

Question.   Did  you  execute  receipts  for  it? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  gave  receipts  for  it  myself. 

Question.   In  whose  name  did  you  execute  the  receipts  ? 

Answer.  I  executed  the  receipts  in  the  name  of  my  father.  I  made 
out  the  bills  in  his  name,  and  put  the  receipts  in  that  way. 

Question.  If  the  money  belonged  to  you,  and  was  paid  to  Southard. 
Wright  &  Hussey,  how  happened  it  that  the  bills  were  made  out  in 
the  name  of  your  father  ? 

Answer.  Well,  there  was  a  private  aflfair — one  of  the  firm  had  over- 
drawn a  good  deal  of  money,  and  I  wanted  to  get  the  money  in  my 
own  hands,  so  that  I  might  keep  it.     I  collected  it  myself. 

Question.  Who  had  overdrawn  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Wright  had. 

Question.  In  all  instances  were  the  receipts  executed  by  you  in 
jour  father's  name? 

Answer.  In  all  except  where  it  was  executed  in  my  own  name 
personally. 

Question.  What  one  was  executed  in  your  name  without  the  use  of 
your  father's  name  ? 

Answer.   Walsh,  Carver  &  Chase. 

Question.   What  ship  was  that  for? 

Answer.  The  Sparkling  Sea. 

Question.  Was  there  any  other  ? 

Answer.  No  other. 

Question.  In  all  other  instances  the  receipts  were  executed  in  your 
father' s  name  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  the  articles  of  agreement  between  you  and  the 
masters  of  these  vessels,  or  the  representatives  of  th^  masters  or 
owners,  executed  in  your  fa thei-'s  name?    • 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  In  whose  name  were  they  executed  ? 

Answer.  The  agreement  was  made  so  it  was  not  agreed  to  pay 
anybody;  there  was  no  name  put  in.     It  was  left  in  blank. 

Question.  Have  those  blanks  been  filled  yet? 

Answer.  No.  sir. 

Question.  Why  were  they  left  in  blank  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  why  it  was. 

Question.  By  whose  direction  were  they  left  in  blank? 

Answer.  Nobody' s  at  all. 

Question.  Did  you  make  them  ? 

Answer.  I  made  them  myself. 

Question.  If  you  made  them,  how  happens  it  that  you  do  not  know 
why  they  were  left  in  blank,  if  it  was  not  done  at  the  instance  of 
anybody  else  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  made  the  agreements  out  myself;  and  in  regard 
to  the  .name,  I  never  thought  of  putting  any  name  in  at  all. 

Question.  If  the  money  was  coming  to  your  firm,  what  reason  can 
you  assign  for  not  putting  the  name  of  your  firm  in  ? 
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Answer.  1  don't  know  as  there  was  any  reason  for  not  putting  the 
name  in  any  more  than  for  putting  any  name  in.  If  the  money  be- 
longed to  the  firm,  it  would  go  to  them.  I  wanted  the  money  myself. 
I  had  a  good  deal  of  money  in  the  firm  in  my  name,  and  I  wanted  to 
look  out  for  that. 

Question.  How  much  money  have  you  in  the  firm  ? 

Answer.  Some  $2,500  or  $2,800.  Then  my  brother-in-law  is  one 
of  the  partners. 

Question.   Who  is  he? 

Answer.  Captain  Hussey.  He  has  got  a  good  deal  of  money  in, 
and  neither  of  us  has  drawn  out  anything  of  any  kind. 

Question.  How  much  has  Wriglit  overdrawn  his  account? 

Answer.  Some  $1,900  or  $2,000.  Somewhere  about  there.  lean- 
not  tell  exactly  now. 

Question.  The  aggregate  amount  received  on  these  vessels  would 
amount  to  $12,000.  If  he  had  only  overdrawn  his  account  to  the 
amount  you  stated,  why  did  you  execute  all  the  receipts  in  your 
father's  name  ? 

Answer.  Well,  we  have  to  split  that  commission.  We  have  to 
divide  that  commission,  and  split  it  up. 

Question.   How? 

Answer.  To  different  parties. 

Question.  What  other  parties? 

Answer.  Well,  to  the  other  brokers. 

Question.  What  other  brokers  ? 

Witness.  Well,  I  don't  know  as  that  concerns  anybody. 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir,  it  does  ;  it  concerns  us. 

Witness.  How  does  it  concern  you  ? 

The  Chairman.  It  is  our  business  to  ascertain,  and  we  must  know. 

Answer.  Well,  I  can' t  tell  you  now.  I  can  take  my  whole  books 
and  make  out  a  statement  of  it.     I  can't  tell  you  in  any  other  way. 

Question.  What  other  brokers  are  interested  in  this  five  per  cent? 

Answer.  Well,  there  is  Mr.  Elwell. 

Question.  Who  else  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Lord. 

Question.  Where  does  Mr.  Elwell  live? 

Answer.  Fifty-seven  South  street. 

Question.  Where  does  Mr.  Lord  live  ? 

Answer.  It  is  either  seventy-two  or  seventy-four  South  street. 

Question.  How  came  they  to  be  interested  in  this  per  cent  ? 

Answer.  Well,  we  got  the  ship  through  them,  and  therefore  we 
had  to  divide  with  them. 

Question.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  divided  your  per  cent, 
with  the  brokers  through  whom  the  ships  were  obtained  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  is  what  I  mean. 

Question.  In  all  instances  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  in  all  instances  with  them. 

Question.  With  whom? 

Answer.  With  those  two  they  were  chartered  by — Elwell  and 
Lord. 
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Question.  Any  others  ? 

Answer.   No  others,  I  think. 

Question.   What  vessels  were  chartered  by  Elwell  ? 

Answer.   The  J.  Morton  and  the  Planter. 

Question.  Any  others? 

Answer.  No  others  of  him. 

Question.   What  vessels  were  chartered  from  Mr.  Lord  ? 

Answer.   The  International  and  the  Windermere. 

Question.  You  say  that  for  those  three  vessels — the  Planter,  the 
iDternational,  and  the  Windermere — the  five  per  cent,  that  you  re- 
ceived was  divided  between  you  and  Elwell  and  Lord  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  In  what  proportion  was  that  division  made,  what  pro- 
portion did  you  receive,  and  what  proportion  did  Klwell  and  Lord 
receive  ? 

Answer.  They  received  one  and  a  quarter  per  cent. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  You  mean  for  the  ships  you  chartered 
of  them? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  don't  mean  any  other  ships  than  those  I  have 
mentioned. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  They  received  one  and  a  quarter 
per  cent,  and  you  received  three  and  three-quarters  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  for  the  International,  and  the 
Windermere,  and  the  J.  Morton,  you  received  three  and  three-fourths 
per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  no  more  ? 

Answer.   No  more. 

Question.  On  all  the  balance  of  the  twenty-one  ships,  making  eigh- 
teen, you  received  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  you  received  that  in  your  father^  s  name  ? 

Answer.   Part  of  it  I  received  in  father's  name,  as  I  told  you  before. 

Question.  You  received  it  all  in  your  individual  name  or  in  your 
father's  name? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  is,  what  I  have  collected.  I  have  not 
collected  all  of  it  yet. 

Question.  State  what  ones  you  received  in  your  own  individual 
name. 

Answer.  The  one  to  Walsh,  Carver  &  Chase  ;  I  named  it  before. 
That  is  the  only  pne.     Part  of  them  1  have  not  collected. 

Question.  State,  if  you  please,  were  any  of  these  contracts  in  your 
own  individual  name,  or  your  father' s  name. 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Were  they  all  left  blank  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  every  one  of  them. 

Question.  Was  there  any  understanding  under  which  you  receive 
more  than  five  per  cent.  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  there  was. 

Question.  What  one  ? 

Answer.   On  the  Planter. 

Question.  What  else  ? 

Answer.  There  was  the  Planter,  and  there  are  some  others  I  have 
not  collected  yet. 

Question.   Who  owned  the  Planter  ? 

Answer.  Bell  &  Peabodj^  and  some  others. 

Question.   What  per  cent  did  you  receive  on  the  Planter  ? 

Answer.  Six  and  a  quarter. 

Question.  No  more  ? 

Answer.  No  more. 

Question.  What  are  those  on  which  they  have  agreed  to  pay  you 
more  than  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.   Carow's  ship  ;  I  don't  know  what  her  name  is. 

Question.  Was  it  the  Constellation  ? 

Answer.  It  was  her  or  the  Schmidt ;  1  would  not  be  certain. 

Question.  What  other  one? 

Answer.  There  is  a  Boston  ship,  the  Undaunted. 

Question.  What  have  the  parties  who  have  the  control  of  the  Con- 
stellation and  the  Undaunted  agreed  to  pay  you  ? 

Answer.  Six  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  No  more  in  either  instance  ? 

Answer.  No  more. 

Question.  What  was  the  rate  upon  which  the  Schmidt  was  taken? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  Who  holds  these  agreements  with  the  representatives  of 
these  vessels  now? 

Answer.  They  are  down  in  the  oflSce. 

Question.  Subject  to  whose  order  and  control  do  you  hold  them? 

Answer.  My  own,  or  either  of  the  firm.    They  can  see  them  in  the 
safe. 

Question.  Were  any  other  sailing  ships  chartered  for  the   Banks 
expedition  except  those  chartered  through  your  house  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  there  was. 

Question.  How  many  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.     There  were  some,  but  I  don't  know  how 
many. 

Question.  Do  you  know  through  whom  they  were  chartered  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not.     I  think  Mr.  J.  W.  Elwell  had  some- 
thing to  do  with  them,  but  I  don't  know. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  these  vessels  except  to  make 
out  the  charter-parties  ?  , 

Answer.   Yes,  sir  ;  we  have  done  a  good  deal  of  running  for  them 
one  way  and  another  to  get  them  away. 

C.  H.  T.  J.  SOUTHARD. 
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New  York,   Wednesday,  December  31,  1862. 
George  M.  Glearman,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

QnestioD.  State  your  occupation  and  place  of  residence. 

Answer.   I  am  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Sturges,  Clearman  &  Co., 
merchants  of  the  city  of  New  York,  110  Wall  street. 

Question.  What  kind  of  merchants  ? 

Answer.   Shipping  merchants. 

Question.   Are  you  the  owners  of  ships,  and  do  you  act  as  the 
agents  or  representatives  of  other  owners  ? 

Answer.   We  are  the  owners  of  ships,  and  act  as  the  representatives 
of  the  owners  associated  with  us  in  ownership. 
f     Question.  Have  you,  during  the  last  eighteen  months,  chartered  any 
vessels  to  the  United  States  government  or  its  agents  for  transporta- 
tion ? 

Witness.  Do.  I  understand  you  to  refer  to  general  transportation, 
or  the  transportation  of  troops  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  made  the  question  general. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  we  have  chartered  a  few. 

Question.  Did  your  firm  charter  any  for  what  is  known  as  the 
Banks  expedition? 

Answer.  We  have  chartered  one  ship. 

Question.  What  is  the  name  of  that  ship? 

Answer.  The  ship  L.  L.  Sturges. 

Question.   What  was  her  tonnage  ? 

Answer.   1, 147  tons. 

Question.   When  was  the  charter  party  dated  ? 

Answer.  The  charter  party,  I  think,  was  dated  on  the  19th  of  De- 
cember. 

Question.  For  how  long  a  time  does  it  run? 

Answer.  It  runs  for  three  months. 

Question.  Does  the  government  retain  the  option  of  continuing  her 
after  that  time  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  At  what  rate  was  she  chartered? 

Answer.   She  is  chartered  at  $3  75  per  registered  ton,  we  furnish- 
ing the  berths,  water-casks,  Water,  fuel,  cooking  ranges,  &c. 

Question.   Do  you  regard  that  as  a  fair  rate  ? 

Answer.  I  regard  that  as  a  moderate  rate.     It  is  a  fair  rate  for  the 
times. 

Question.  Through  what  agent  or  agents  did  you  eflfect  this  charter? 

Answer.  This  charter  was  effected  through  Russell  Sturges,  as  a 
broker. 

Question.   Is  Russell  Sturges  a  ship-broker? 

Answer.   He  is  doing  that  business. 

Question.   Is  that  his  legitimate  and  usual  business  ? 

Answer.   I  hardly  know  what  Mr.  Sturges' s  legitimate  business  is. 
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He  has  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with  charters  of  steamboats  and  other 
business.     He  is  a  steamboat  owner. 

Question.  What  per  cent,  do  you  pay  to  secure  this  charter-party? 

Answer.  We  pay  five  per  cent. 

Question.  To  whom  ? 

Answer.  To  Russell  Sturges. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  it  in  advance  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  we  agreed  to  pay  it  at  the  time. 

Question.  Is  this  per  cent,  to  continue  as  long  as  the  vessel  remains 
in  the  government  service  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  by  commercial  usage  it  is  to  continue  as  long  as 
she  remains  under  that  charter. 

Question.  What  is  the  usual  rate  among  merchants  for  ship-brokers. 

Answer.  That  depends  very  much  on  the  bargain.  Two  and  a  half 
per  cent.  I  understand  to  be  the  usual  rate  for  brokerage,  for  charters, 
unless  it  is  expressly  stipulated,  at  the  time,  that  other  rates  are 
charged. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  other  vessels  to  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  We  have  made  no  monthly  charters  to  the  gov- 
ernment since  the  war  began. 

Question.  Have  you  made  any  charters? 

Answer.  We  have  made  some  charters  for  transportation — short 
transportation. 

Question.   For  what  transportation  have  you  furnished  them  ? 

Answer.  We  have  chartered  several  vessels  for  transportation  from 
here  to  the  Potomac  river;  diflFerent  points  on  the  Potomac  river. 

Question.  For  what  was  called  the  McClellan  expedition? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  we  chartered  one  for  the  McClellan  expedition. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  one  for  what  is  known  as  the  Burnside 
expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Any  for  the  DuPont  or  Port  Royal  expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Any  for  the  Butler  expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  in  the  steamship  business  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  confine  yourself  to  sailing  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  the  charters  for  the  McClellan  expedition,  and  for 
army  supplies,  Ac,  to  the  Potomac,  made  through  the  ship-brokers? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   What  per  cent,  did  you  pay  them? 

Answer.  For  the  charter  of  the  vessel  we  chartered  on  the  Mc- 
Clellan expedition,  to  remove  the  army  from  Harrison^  s  Landing,  we 
paid  five  per  cent.,  one-fourth  of  which  was  returned  to  us. 

Question.  To  whom  was  that  paid  ? 

Answer.  That  charter  was  made  through  a  broker  by  the  name  of 
Trundy,  and  paid  to  him. 
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Question.  Did  your  firm,  previous  to  this  war,  ever  charter  vessels 
to  the  government  through  the  quartermaster  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  we  had  been  in  the  habit  of  doing  considerable 
transportation  before  the  war. 

Question.  Was  there  ever  any  complaint  of  unfairness  or  exorbi- 
tance of  prices,  or  tardiness  of  movement,  so  long  as  that  system  was 
continued  of  chartering  vessels,  under  the  system  adopted  by  Colonel 
Tompkins  and  the  quartermaster  who  preceded  him,  by  advertising 
for  the  ship-owners  to  come  in? 
Answer.  No,  sir;  none  that  ever  came  to  my  knowledge. 
Question.  Was  the  government  well  served  at  that  time,  so  far  as 
came  within  your  own  knowledge  and  observation  ? 

Answer.  Well,  Mr.  Grimes,  I  ought  to  explain :  I  think  that  since  this 
w-ar  has  commenced  there  has  been  an  entire  departure,  both  in  the 
qaartennaster's  department  here,  the  regular  quartermaster's  depart- 
ment, and  the  volunteer  department,  from  the  system  of  advertising. 
There  has  been  but  very  little  of  it  done.  I  think  the  mode  of  act- 
ing by  advertising  is  the  only  proper  and  fair  way — giving  all  a 
chance.  I  have  no  hesitation  myself  in  saying,  (and  I  think  I  so 
testified  before  Mr.  Van  Wyck's  committee,)  that  if  proposals  had 
been  invited  publicly  for  vessels  for  the  Burnside  expedition,  in 
which  the  vessels  were  chartered  by  monthly  charters,  they  might 
have  been  obtained  for  twenty-five  per  cent,  less  than  they  were. 
1  think  they  could  have  been  chartered  for  twenty-five  per  cent,  less 
than  was  paid.  You  know  how  that  was  done.  Mr.  John  Tucker, 
the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  I  think,  came  on  here  and  made  these 
charters — most  of  them.  The  rate  was  fixed.  I  think  in  that  case 
there  was  no  advertisement  issued  at  all.  I  refer  to  sailing  vessels 
only. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Tucker  make  those  contracts  directly  or  through 
the  agency  of  brokers  ? 

Answer.  It  was  through  the  agency  of  brokers  here,  I  think,  mostly. 
I  never  could  see  any  necessity  for  it.  There  may  be  occasions 
where  they  cannot  get  through — where  there  is  a  great  press  for 
time,  and  they  cannot  go  through  the  formalities  of  advertising  and 
giving  notice ;  but  for  all  these  expeditions  that  have  been  fitted  out 
I  cannot  see  any  good  reason  why  they  could  not  have  advertised 
and  invited  proposals.  There  has  been  a  good  deal  of  feeling  here 
among  ship-owners  who  do  their  own  business  in  regard  to  that. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  stowage  and  the  num- 
ber of  persons  put  aboard  each  of  these  vessels  for  the  Banks  expe- 
dition ? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  except  in  our  own,  only  from  hearsay. 
Question.  How  many  soldiers  were  embarked  on  board  the  L.  L. 
Sturges,  chartered  by  you. 

Answer.  The  L.  L.  Sturges  is  still  in  port,  and  the  number  of  men 
she  is  to  carry  is  not  yet  clearly  determined,  I  believe;  but  we  un- 
derstand generally  that  it  is  about  840  soldiers,  besides  officers. 
Question.  How  many  are  these  ordinary  vessels,  of  about  1,000  to 
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1,200  tons,  capable  of  carrying,  with  a  proper  regard  to  the  comfort 
and  liealth  of  the  soldiers  embarked  upon  them  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  from  400  to  600  persons,  depending  on  the 
height  of  their  between  decks.  Some  vessels  have  more  lofty  be- 
tween decks  than  others.  Of  course,  much  depends  on  the  nature 
and  length  of  the  passage. 

Question.  Did  you  apply  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt  to  charter  your 
vessel ? 

Answer.   I  did  on  one  occasion,  and  left  the  vesseFs  name  with  him. 

Question.  What  reply  did  he  make  to  you  ? 

Answer.  1  understood  him  to  say,  at  that  time,  that  he  thought 
they  had  all  the  vessels  they  wanted. 

Question.  At  what  time  was  it  that  you  applied? 

Answer.  That  must  have  been  something  like  a  week  previous  to 
the  charter  of  the  ship. 

Question.   Was  that  the  only  reply  he  made  ? 

Answer.  He  took  a  memorandum  of  the  ship  on  paper.  I  can't 
recollect  exactly  what  he  said. 

Question.  Did  he  direct  you  to  Mr.  Southard  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  but  the  impression  he  left  on  my  mind  was,  that 
if  he  wanted  any  more  ships  we  should  hear  from  him. 

Question.  Does  this. commission  come  out  of  the  owner  or  the  party  ^ 
who  obtains  the  vessel  ?  , 

Answer.  All  commissions  above  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  that  a  . 
ship-owner  has  to  pay  he  always  takes  into  his  calculations  of  ex-  , 
penses  on  charters.     If  it  is  only  two  and  half  per  cent.,  it  goes  into  ^ 
his  previous  calculations.     All  over  that  amount  that  is  charged  vir- 
tually comes  out  of  the  government,  the  owner  charging  a  so  much 
higher  price.     In  addition  to  commission  payable  to  Sturges,  we  ex- 
pect to  pay  a  brokerage  of  one  and  one-quarter  per  cent,  to  Mr. 
Elwell,  who  named  the  ship  to  him.     It  is  possible  that  I  may  have 
confounded  Mr.  Tucker's  visit  for  the  McClellan  expedition  with  the 
Burnside  expedition.     I  am  of  the  impression  he  was  here  on  both 
occasions. 

G.  M.   CLEARMAN. 


New  York,   Wednesday,  December  31,  1862. 
James  W.  Elwell,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows  : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  Where  is  your  place  of  business,  and  what  is  your  occu- 
pation ? 

Answer.  My  place  of  business  is  in  New  York,  at  57  South  street 
I  am  a  commission  merchant. 

Question.  Have  you  at  any  time,  during  the  last  eighteen  months, 
furnished  any  transportation  for  the  army  of  the  United  States  ? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  Any  in  the  Burnside  expedition  ? 
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Answer.   None,  whatever. 
Question.   Or  for  the  Butler  expedition  ? 
Answer.   None,  whatever. 

Question.  Any  for  the  McClellan  expedition,  either  for  moving  his 
army  down  or  up  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  more  or  less  of  those  we  chartered   were  for 
that  purpose. 
Question.   Who  did  you  charter  them  to  ? 
Answer.  To  Colonel  D.  D.  Tompkins. 
Question.  To  any  one  else  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir;  except  through  his  department. 
Question.   With  whom  were  the  contracts  made  ? 
Answer.   Colonel  Tompkins,  I  guess,  signed  them  all.     Either  he 
or  Captain  Stinson  did. 
Question.  Did  you  make  any  with  Captain  Hodges  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir.         ^ 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  contract  for  the  Port  Royal  expedition? 
Answ^er.  I  don't  know,  particularly.     I  could  not  say.     I  could  not 
designate  the   particular  expeditions.     We  chartered  vessels  to  go 
down  to  Port  Royal. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  for  the  Banks  expedition  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
Question.  What  vessels  ? 

Answer.  The  ship  J.  Morton,  the  ship  Pocahontas,  the  ship  Planter, 
we  negotiated  for;  the  ship  L.  L.  Sturges,  the  ship  George  Peabody, 
and  the  ship  Jenny  Lind.     I  believe  that  is  all,  sir. 

Question.  When  were  the  charter-parties  for  those  vessels  dated  ? 
Answer.  I  don't  remember  the  dates.     They  varied  as  to  the  dif- 
ferent times  they  were  chartered. 

Question.  Were  they  between  the  first  and  middle  of  December  ? 
Answer.    My  impression  is  that  one  of  them  is  dated  prior  to  the 
first  of  December. 

Question.   How  long  are  they  to  run  ? 
Answer.  They  are  to  run  90  days. 

Question.    Does  government  reserve  the  privilege  of  continuing 
them  after  the  expiration  of  that  period? 
Answer.  They  do. 

Question.  Without  any  additional  charge  ? 
Answer.  At  the  same  rate. 
Question.  Did  you  fit  them  up  ? 

Answer.  The  owners  of  the  ship  pay  the  expense  of  it. 
Question.    Are  these  vessels  owned  by  you,  or  are  you  acting  as 
broker  ? 

Answer.  I  own  an  interest  in  one,  and  for  the  rest  I  act  as  agent 
and  broker. 

Question .  With  whom  did  you  make  the  contract  for  furnishing 
these  vessels? 

Answer.  With  Cornelius  Vanderbilt,  the  special  agent  of  the  Banks 
expedition.     He  signed  the  contract. 
Question.  Through  what  agent  did  you  efiect  your  charter-parties? 
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Answer.  The  charters  of  the  Geo.  Peabody  and  the  L.  L.  Sturges 
I  effected  through  Russell  Sturges,  and  the  others  I  effected  through 
T.  J.  Southard. 

Question.  What  per  cent,  did  you  pay  to  Russell  Sturges  for  bro- 
kerage ? 

Answer.  We  agreed  to  pay  five  per  cent,  commission. 

Question.  Is  that  per  cent,  to  be  on  the  earnings  of  the  vessel 
during  the  three  months,  or  during  the  three  months  and  the  period 
they  should  continue  to  remain  in  the  service  of  the  government  after 
the  expiration  of  the  three  months? 

Answer.  It  was  five  per  cent,  on  what  grew  out  of  the  charter. 

Question.  Were  you  part  owner  in  either  of  these  vessels  of  Mr. 
Sturges  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not. 

Question.  Then  the  owners  of  the  vessel  were  compelled  to  pay, 
first,  your  per  cent.,  and  then  the  per  cent,  that  Sturges  charges  you. 
That  is  the  result  of  it. 

Answer.   We  charge  a  commission  for  our  services. 

Question.   I  suppose  you  charge  about  two  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Answer.  In  some  instances  it  is  only  one  and  a  quarter — in  3ome, 
two  and  a  half. 

Question.  Then,  really,  the  brokerage  amounts  to  seven  and  a  half 
per  cent,  in  many  instances  here.  State  whether,  if  government  had 
advertised  for  vessels,  so  that  owners  might  have  competed,  this 
amount  thus  paid  out  to  an  intermediate  party  would  not  have  been 
saved  to  the  government.  Does  not  this  virtually  come  out  of  the 
government  in  the  end,  and  don' t  you  take  it  into  consideration  in 
fixing  the  amount  for  the  vessel  ? 

Answer.  If  the  question  were  asked  me  whether  the  government 
could  do  better  by  open  competition,  I  would  say,  it  could,  decidedly. 
Persons  would  bid  against  one  another  and  lower  the  prices.  You 
ask  me  as  to  commissions.  I  always,  in  fixing  the  price,  make  a  cal- 
culation of  all  the  expense  that  is  to  come  out  of  the  ship.  The  one 
ship  we  are  interested  in  is  the  only  one  we  have  paid  on.  The 
agreement  has  been  taken  from  each  of  the  masters  of  the  vessels. 
It  is  five  per  cent. 

Question.   What  vessel  is  that? 

Answer.  The  J.  Morton. 

Question.  In  that  case  you  have  actually  paid  the  five  per  cent.? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  on  three  months'  time. 

Question.  In  all  other  cases  you  have  agreed  to  pay  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  The  owners  have  agreed  to  pay  five  per  cent. 

Question.  You  agreed  for  them  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  the  owners  agreed  to  pay,  as  represented  by  the 
captains. 

Question.   Have  they  all  agreed  to  pay  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  the  understanding. 

Question.  Did  you  apply  to  Commodore  Vanderbilt  to  charter  any 
of  these  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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QaestioD.  What  reply  did  you  get? 

Answer.   He  said  he  did  not  want  any.     He  had  got  all  he  wanted. 

Question.  Did  he  send  you  to  Mr.  Southard  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  know,  after  he  told  you  that,  that  you 
conid  charter  these  vessels  for  this  expedition  ? 

Answer.  I  had  understood  that  Mr.  Southard  had  the  selection  of 
the  sailing  vessels  for  the  transportation  of  this  expedition. 

Question.  You  then  applied  to  Mr.  Southard  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  did  he  tell  you  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Southard  told  me  he  had  chartered  several  vessels, 
and  probably  would  want  more;  for  me  to  leave  the  names  of  the 
ships  I  had  to  offer,  and  if  they  did,  he  would  bear  them  in  mind — 
there  were  a  good  many  ships  offered.     I  did  so. 

Question.  As  I  understand  it,  the  broker  makes  his  contract,  and 
then  the  captain  of  the  ve&sel,  the  owner  being  absent,  executes  the 
contract  by  signing  his  name  to  these  promises  to  pay  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.     In  whose  name  were  these  promises  to  pay  taken  ? 

Answer.  I  only  saw  one;  that  was  taken  in  the  name  of  T.  J. 
Southard. 

Question.  How  were  the  others  ?  * 

Answer.  I  could  not  say;  I  only  saw  one. 

Question.  Is  there  any  understanding  between  you  and  Mr.  South- 
are,  or  the  house  of  Southard,  Wright  &  Hussey,  or  any  member 
of  it,  by  which  they  are  to  divide  this  five  per  cent,  with  you  in 
any  instance? 

Answer.  I  am  to  receive  no  part  of  the  five  per  cent.  I  will  say 
we  are  not;  I  mean  our  concern,  James  W.  El  well  &  Co. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  contract  or  agreement  with  any 
member  of  the  firm  of  Southard,  Wright  &  Hussey,  by  which,  un- 
der any  circumstances,  you  should  receive  anything  from  the  five 
per  cent,  that  was  agreed  to  be  paid  to  them  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not  to  receive  any  of  the  five  per  cent,  to  my 
knowledge.  There  was  no  agreement  that  I  was  to  receive  anything. 
I  think  it  would  be  to  the  interest  and  saving  of  the  government  if 
all  their  vessels  were  chartered  through  the  regular  channels,  the 
navy  and  army  departments,  because  that  will  secure  fair,  open  com- 
petition.    I  mean  by  regular  channel,  through  the  quartermasters. 

JAS.  W.  ELWELL. 

Bep.  Com.  76        7 
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New  York,  Thursday,  January  1,  1863. 
W.  S.  Havens,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  residence  and  occupation. 

Answer.  My  residence  is  in  Sag  Harbor,  Sufiblk  county,  Long 
Island.     My  occupation  is  steamboat  captain. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  a  commander  of  steamers  ? 

Answer.  Four  seasons. 

Question.  What  vessels  have  you  commanded? 

Answer.  I  commanded  first  the  Cateline,  that  was  lost  at  Hampton 
Roads;  and  the  Massachusetts;  and  I  have  had  other  boats  for  a  few 
trips;  and  the  Niagara. 

Question.  Where  did  those  boats  run  ? 

Answer.  I  am  now  running  the  Massachusetts  between  New  York 
and  Sag  Harbor. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  command  the  Niagara;  if  so,  when  and  for 
how  long  a  time  ? 

Answer.  I  took  command  of  her  July  8,  and  I  left  her  in  Sep- 
tember, just  before  she  was  discharged  by  the  government.  She 
came  to  New  York  the  latter  part  of  September.  I  left  her  at  Alex- 
andria. 

Question.  When  she  made  her  trip  to  the  Potomac  did  you  go 
around  in  her  and  have  command  of  her  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  old  is  she  ? 

Answer.  I  never  saw  her  papers,  and  I  do  not  know  only  as  Mr. 
Richardson  tells  me. 

Question.  How  was  her  model  as  compared  with  other  ordinary 
steamers  of  the  same  tonnage  7 

Answer.  She  has  an  easy  model,  goes  easy  and  comfortable.  She 
is  not  a  handsome  craft. 

Question.  How  is  she  built  difierently  from  other  vessels? 

Answer.  Well,  there  are  scarcely  any  two  vessels  alike.  She 
is  full  aft,  but  I  don't  know  as  she  is  too  full  to  go.  She  was  very 
popular  with  the  passengers  last  summer.  We  had  her  on  this  (Long 
Island  Sound)  route  five  weeks. 

Question.  Did  you  ever*  examine  her  timbers  ? 

Answer.  I  never  examined  to  see  if  she  was  sound  or  not;  I  never 
troubled  my  head  about  it.  As  far  as  I  could  see  it  was  all  sound 
until  you  come  to  tear  ofi"  the  ceiling.  Under  her  guards  outside  I 
saw  some  bad  wood;  some  carlings  under  the  guards.  They  put  in 
other  carlings  alongside  of  those,  and  we  put  in  a  new  spring  beam 
outside  of  the  wheel  for  the  outer  journal  to  rest  in. 

Question.  Are  you  a  navigator  ? 

Answer.  I  am  an  old  sea-dog.  I  have  been  around  the  world  three 
times. 

Question.  As  master  of  a  vessel  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir.     I  was -mate  one  year  and  master  twelve  years. 

Qoestion.  Do  you  regard  the  Niagara  as  sea-worthy  ;  if  so,  for 
what  waters  ? 

Answer.  When  Commodore  Vanderbilt  asked  me  that  question, 
whether  she  was  sea-worthy  and  fit  for  sea,  for  he  knew  I  had  com- 
manded her.  I  told  him  no,  neither  that  nor  any  other  side-wheel 
boat  that  I  ever  saw,  (for  a  voyage  across  the  ocean.)  The  Commo- 
dore nodded  and  said  that  was  so.  I  calculated  that  no  side-wheel 
steamer  was  fit  to  go  to  sea  like  this  at  this  season.  She  may  go 
close  to  shore,  but  not  when  heavily  Joaded  as  the  Niagara  was. 

Question.  Do  you  think  the  Niagara  was  a  safe  boat  for  navigation 
this  side  of  the  Chesapeake  capes? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir;  I  wanted  to  go  in  her,  and  oflFered  to  go  in  her. 

Question.  Would  she  be  fit  for  going  beyond  Cape  Hatteras  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  but  not  when  overloaded.  She  was  not  fit  for. 
it  when  she  went  out. 

Question.  Why? 

Answer.  Because  she  was  too  deeply  loaded.  She  was  loaded  in 
the  first  place  too  deep — deeper  than  she  ought  to  be  without  a  man 
aboar(^  her. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  directed  the  loading  of  her? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  about  her  when  she  was  loading  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  was  running  the  Massachusetts. 

Qoestion.  Did  you  see  her  at  the  wharf  here? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  saw  her  at  Philadelphia. 

Question.  Were  the  men  still  on  board  her  at  Philadelphia  when 
you  saw  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  but  she  was  still  too  deep  without  them. 

Question.  Do  you  say  that  she  was  loaded,  without  the  men,  too 
deep  to  go  to  sea  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  she  was. 

Question.  With  the  men  added,  how  much  diflference  would  it 
make — say  450  to  500  men  ? 

Answer.  Well,  call  it  200  pounds  each — 50  tons.  These  sharp  ves- 
sels will  not  do  to  go  to  sea  with  I  told  Commodore  Vanderbilt  that, 
and  said  when  I  had  been  in  the  Gulf  stream  within  a  400- ton  ship,  I 
had  to  send  my  men  below  for  fear  they  would  be  washed  off",  and  that 
was  in  no  great  sea  either. 

Question.  Is  it  your  professional  opinion  that  any  of  that  small  class 
of  boats,  vessels  of  that  description,  and  propellers,  were  fit  to  go  to 
sea  in  the  transportation  of  troops  beyond  Cape  Hatteras? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  one  of  them.  I  told  Commodore  Vanderbilt 
that  there  was  not  one  of  them  fit  to  go  to  sea.  He  said  **  yes ''  to  it 
himself,  **  when  so  deeply  laden.'' 

Question.  The  large  vessels  were  fit — they  were  sea-going  sailing 
vessels  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  if  they  were  of  good  quality. 

Question.  But  you  think  none  of  these  smaller  vessels  were  fit? 

Answer.  They  were  not  with  such  heavy  cargoes. 
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Question.  Is  it  your  professonal  opinion  that  where  troops  are  to 
go  beyond  Cape  Hatteras  it  is  necessary  to  have  such  vessels  as  are 
necessary  to  make  a  trip  across  the  ocean  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  To  give  you  a  little  idea  of  this,  I  will  say,  I 
told  the  inspector  of  Philadelphia  that  I  had  no  doubt  in  my  own  mind 
that  I  could  take  the  Niagara  and  go  to  the  Bio  de  la  Plata — that  I  could 
go  across  the  equator — for  I  am  a  navigator — and  go  safely;  but  I 
must  load  the  vessel,  and  my  load  would  be  simply  light  ballast  trim. 
That  brings  her  up  in  the  water,  and  lets  her  ride  the  sea.  But  I 
must  not  have  the  guards  down. 

Question.  Did  you  see  these  propellers  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  examine  them.     I  know  many  of  them. 

Question.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  a  vessel  going  from  here  to  the 
mouth  of  the  Ohesapeake  would  be  safe  in  the  hands  of  coast  pilots 
who  were  not  navigators  ? 

Answer.  Well,  yes,  sir;  if  they  were  a  good  kind  of  men.  It  would 
not  do  to  put  vessels  in  the  hands  of  such  a  man  as  I  had;  I  don't 
know  about  all  of  them. 

Question.  I  ask  if  it  is  safe  to  trust  a  vessel  with  them  ? 

Answer.  It  ought  to  be.  ^ 

Question.  Would  it  be  safe  to  trust  a  vessel  in  the  hands  of  men 
who  were  not  navigators,  to  go  beyond  Cape  Hatteras  i 

Answer.  It  might  be  the  case  with  some,  but  I  would  not  trust  my 
property  in  that  way  to  go  beyond  Cape  Hatteras,  especially  at  this 
season  of  the  year.  Others  may  not  think  so,  but  that  is  my  opinion, 
and  I  claim  to  be  an  old  experienced  navigator.  This  bad  wood — it 
is  all  new  to  me.  They  stripped  off  the  ceiling  and  exposed  it.  She 
is  a  vessel  that  has  some  bad  wood,  like  every  old  vessel.  I  told 
Commodore  Vanderbilt  they  all  had.  What  I  mean  by  saying  I 
would  not  go  to  sea  in  the  Niagara  is,  I  would  not  go  around  Cape 
Horn,  but  I  would  coast  this  shore  with  her.  I  went  to  Philadelphia 
to  take  the  Niagara  down  to  the  Oulf,  and  my  pilot,  a  man  of  much 
experience,  wanted  to  go  with  me.  He  had  been  with  me  all  the 
time  I  had  command  of  the  Niagara,  and  never  ouce  thought  of  her 
being  unsafe  when  loaded  and  properly  commanded.  Vessels  may  run 
up  and  down  our  coast  with  safety  that  would  be  unfit  to  cross  the  ocean . 
In  short,  I  do  not  think  river  or  lake  side-wheel  steamers  fit  vessels 
to  run  across  the  ocean,  but  they  may  run  up  and  down  our  coast  with 
safe  t  V 

WICKHAM  S.  HAVENS. 


New  York,  Thursday,  Jcmuary  1,  1863. 
Charles  H.  Haswell,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows  : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  residence,  your  place  of  business,  and  the 
character  of  the  business  in  which  you  are  engaged. 

Answer.  My  residence  and  place  of  business  are  in  New  York ;  I 
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am  an  engineer  by  profession  ;  I  am  surveyor  of  steamers  for  the 
board  of  underwriters  in  the  city  of  New  York,  and  for  the  under- 
writers in  Boston  and  Philadelphia  and  Lloyd's,  London. 

Question.  What  connexion  had  you  with  the  fitting  otit  of  the 
Banks  expedition  ? 

Answer.  I  acted  under  the  authority  of  an  order. 

Question.  Who  employed  you  as  inspector  ? 

Answer.  Commodore  Van  Brunt,  under  written  authority  from 
Major  General  Banks. 

Question.  Under  that  authority,  did  you  examine  all  of  the  vessels 
employed  in  that  expedition,  including  steamers  and  sailing  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Steamers  alone. 

Question.  Who  assisted  you  in  that  examination,  if  any  one? 

Answer.  My  examinations  were  made  in  company  with  Commodore 
Van  Brunt. 

Question.  Did  you  or  Commodore  Van  Brunt  know  whither  the 
expedition  was  bound  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Did  you  make  a  critical  examination  of  these  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  made  an  examination  as  special  as  I  thought  proper  or 
necessary. 

Question.  Did  you  report  the  result  of  your  examination  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  To  whom  ? 

Answer.    To  Commodore  Van  Brunt. 

Question.  Orally  or  m  writing? 

Answer.  In  writing. 

Question.  In  some  of  these  reports  which  I  have  seen  you  state 
that  you  regard  the  vessel  as  fit  for  duty  under  very  favorable  cir- 
cumstances of  weather. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  By  that  do  you  mean  that  they  were  vessels  that  were 
capable  of  making  a  short  voyage,  or  a  voyage  on  inland  waters,  but 
incapable  of  making  a  safe  voyage  at  sea  or  to  any  distance  ? 

Answer.  Not  exactly  incapable  of  making  such  a  voyage,  but  un- 
suited  for  general  sea  navigation,  or  rather  the  risks  of  sea  naviga- 
tion ;  but,  under  favorable  circumstances  of  weather  and  skilful  di- 
rection, they  were  suited  to,  or  rather  capable  of,  performing  the 
service. 

Question.  Were  these  steamers  all  fit  for  the  .purpose  for  which 
they  were  used — for  an  expedition  as  far  as  the  capes  of  the  Delaware  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   Were  they  all  fit  for  an  expedition  beyond  Cape  Hatteras  ? 

Answer.  Under  favorable  circumstances  they  were. 

Question.  Under  '''very  favorable  circumstances?'' 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  term  **  very  favorable  circum- 
stances ;"  that  they  should  not  be  overloaded,  and  that  they  should 
not  meet  with  severe  weather? 
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Answer.  Yos,  sir ;  and  that  they  should  be  so  skillfully  navigated 
as  to  take  advantage  of  lulls  between  blows  and  of  smooth  weather. 

Question.  Did  you  or  Commodore  Van  Brunt  or  Commodore  Van- 
derbilt  have  anything  to  do  with  the  selection  of  the  navigators  for 
these  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Had  many  of  these  steamers  been  used  exclusively  on 
inland  waters— on  the  rivers  and  in  the  sounds  ? 

Answer.  One  of  them  was  originally  designed  for  that  purpose  and 
so  used. 

Question.  Is  it  a  fact  that  the  persons  who  are  employed  as  cap- 
tains, mates,  and  otherwise,  on  the  steamers  in  the  sounds  and  on  the 
rivers,  are  navigators,  and  fit  for  outside  navigation  as  a  general 
rule? 

Answer.  As  a  general  rule  they  are  not. 

Question.  Then  were  these  vessels,  so  far  as  you  know,  if  you  know 
anything  about  it,  that  were  employed  for  this  expedition,  which  had 
been  used  on  these  inland  waters,  continued  under  the  control  of  the 
officer^  who  had  had  charge  of  them  prior  to  the  time  when  they 
were  chartered  by  the  United  States  government? 

Answer.  I  am  not  advised  upon  that  point.  It  is  but  just  to  state 
that  some  of  these  captains  on  these  inland  steamers  are  very  capable 
of  navigating  on  the  coast  and  at  sea. 

Question.  Is  it  a  fact  that  there  is  generally  more  than  one  man  on 
these  steamers  that  are  employed  in  the  inland  Wjaters  who  is  a  navi- 
gator? 

Answer.  I  should  judge  not. 

Question.  Is  it  or  is  not  a  rule  among  commercial  men,  ship-owners, 
and  underwriters  to  require  that  there  shall  be  at  least  two  or  more 
persons  employed  in  a  crew,  as  oflScersor  otherwise,  who  do  understand 
navigation  ? 

Answer.  For  sea  purposes ;  yes,  sir. 

Question.  In  an  expedition  at  this  season  of  the  year  to  go  beyond 
Cape  Hatteras  and  around  the  capes  of  Florida  would  it  or  would  it 
not  be  important  and  even  necessary  that  there  should  be  as  skilful 
navigators  on  board,  with  as  perfect  charts  and  instruments,  as  would 
be  required  on  a  vessel  making  a  cruise  to  the  European  continent  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know,  and  if  so  state,  who  had  charge  of  the 
selection  or  the  control  of  the  persons  in  charge  of  these  steamers  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  information  on  that  point  ? 

Question.  Did  you  examine  the  steamer  Niagara  critically? 

Answer.  I  examined  her  in  July  last,  and  prior  to  her  being  em- 
ployed or  chartered  for  this  service  ? 

Question.  What  was  her  age  ? 

Answer.  She  was  built  in  1849. 

Question.  Was  she  built  originally  then,  or  what  they  call  ''rebuilt" 
At  that  time  ? 

Answer.  She  was  then  originally  built,  as  reported  to  me. 

Question.  Who  reported  her  so  to  you? 
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Answer.  A  person  I  took  to  be  the  captain. 

QueBtion.   Was  it  Mr.  Dorry  or  Mr.  Richardson,  the  owner  ? 

Answer.  ThiH  was  last  July,  and  I  do  not  recollect  the  name.  It 
was  the  captain,  and  Mr.  Richardson  was  on  board  at  the  time.  It 
was  some  one  having  charge  of  her. 

Question.  Where  was  it  reported  that  she  was  built  ? 

Answer.  In  Oswego. 

Question.  In  what  business  had  she  been  engaged  up  to  that  time? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  she  had  been  engaged  on  the  lakes — ^in 
the  northern  waters? 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  her  having  been  sunk  in  Lake 
Ontario? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  her  tonnage  ? 

Answer.  522  tons. 

Question.  What  were  the  peculiarities  of  her  model  ? 

Answer.  Those  c^  a  steamer  designed  for  river  or  sound  naviga- 
tion? 

Question.  Do  you  think  she  was  a  safe  and  good  vessel  for  purposes 
of  that  description?  Do  you  think  her  model  was  well  adapted  for 
■such  purposes? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  she  ws^  a  safe,  staunch,  and  proper 
vessel  for  outside  sea-going  purposes  ? 

Answer.  Only  under  favorable  circumstances  of  weather  ? 

Question.  Did  you  examine  her  bottom  ? 

Answer.  She  was  afloat  when  I  surveyed  her. 

Question.  Each  time  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  the  second  time  that  I  aaw  her  she  was  just  hauled 
<mi;  she  had  just  been  docked. 

Question.  What  was  the  condition  of  her  bottom  ? 

Answer.  It  looked  fair. 

Question.  Did  you  examine  her  ^igine  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  its  condition  ? 

Answer.  Good. 

Question.   Did  you  examine  her  timbers  ? 

Answer.  In  July  I  did. 

Question.  What  was  their  condition  ? 

Answer.  With  one  or  two  exceptions  they  were  good.  I  sounded 
them  all  through,  and  I  was  of  opinion  that  some  of  them  were  soft. 
In  my  report  to  the  underwriters  I  rated  her  in  consequence  of  that 
<X)nditi6n. 

Question.  What  did  you  rate  her  at? 

Answer.  I  rated  her  A  2. 

Question.  What  rank  is  an  A  2  vessel  ?   How  is  she  regarded  among 
^derwriters  ? 

Answer.  The  risks  run  from  A  1  to  A  3. 
Question.  Is  an  A  2  vessel  a  fair  vessel  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir;  insurable. 
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Question.  And  an  A  3  vessel  is  worthless  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  the  risks  run  from  A  1  to  A  3.     A  3  is  the  limit. 

Question.  It  is  as  near  worthless  as  can  be  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  to  be  insured.     That  is  as  far  as  they  go. 

Question.  Was  her  model  such  as  was  fashionable  and  usual  for  in- 
land navigation  steamers  twenty  years  ago  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  you  think  that  she  might  have  carried  troops  safely 
with  good  weather  through  any  ordinary  sound  or  land-locked  bay  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  of  it. 

Question.  But  you  regard  her  as  unsafe  for  outside  navigation,  when 
heavily  loaded  ? 

Answer.  I  do,  except  under  favorable  circumstances  of  weather 
and  good  navigation. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  Jersey  Blue? 

Answer.  I  do,  sir. 

Question.  What  do  you  know  of  her  ?  I  have  seen  your  report, 
and  you  need  not  refer  to  that;  state  generally. 

Answer.  She  is  a  fair  vessel. 

Question.  What  do  you  mean  by  **fair?"  Is  it  a  technical  term 
among  you  gentleman  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  mean  it  as  such. 

Question.  You  mean  that  there  are  good,  bad,  and  indiflFerent  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Where  does  **fair''  come  in? 

Answer.  I  mean  that  she  is  not  rotten;  that  her  machinery  is  not 
insufficient. 

Question.  Neither  first  rate  nor  very  bad  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  and  that  she  is  capable  of  service  unless  she  meets 
very  severe  weather  and  very  bad  navigation. 

Question.  Who  had  the  control  of  the  stowing  of  these  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  who  directed  or  was  responsible  for  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything'of  the  M.  Sanford  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  she  a  staunch,  seaworthy,  good  vessel  ? 

Answer.  As  much  so  as  a  vessel  of  that  description  can  be? 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  navigated  her  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  cause  of  her  going  ashore  on  the  coast 
of  Florida  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  Did  you  consider  the  Niagara  a  sea- 
worthy vessel  when  you  last  examined  her  ?  ' 

Answer.  I  considered  her  suitable  for  a  run  upon  our  coa^t  under 
favorable  circumstances  of  weather  and  navigation. 

Question.  Did  you  make  any  examination  of  her  timbers  at  your 
last  inspection  of  her  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir.  Mr.  fiichardson  told  me  he  had  spent  about 
$8,000  in  strengthening  her  and  replacing  her  timbers. 

Question.  Did  he  tell  you  where  and  what  timbers  he  had  put  in  T 

Answer.   He  did  at  the  time. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  what  they  were  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  now. 

Question.  Where  were  the  timbers  that  you  say  you  discovered  to 
be  defective  in  July  ? 

Answer.  Her  thick  strakes  about  her  bilge,  amidships. 

Question.  Were  the  timbers  that  in  July  you  discovered  to  be 
defective  unsound  ? 

Answer.  They  were  soft;  they  were  not  positively  rotten. 

Question.  Did  you  discover  any  other  timbers  soft  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  One  of  her  wales  was  soft. 

Question.  Did  you  understand  from  Mr.  Richardson  that  he  had 
taken  those  out  and  put  new  timbers  in  ? 

Answer.  I  understood  him  to  say  that  he  had  repaired  her  to  all 
necessary  extent. 

Question.  Embracing  those  defects  that  you  have  indicated  ? 

Answer.  The  details  I  cannot  now  recollect. 

Question.  Then,  if  I  understand  you,  you  made  no  inspection  of 
the  ship  or  of  her  timbers  or  hull  in  reference  to  this  expedition? 

Answer.  Not  the  critical  examination  of  boring  or  sounding/them, 
having  examined  her  in  July  last. 

Question.  And  he  having  assured  you  that  he  had  repaired  her 
and  strengthened  her? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  rely  upon  his  statement  as  to  her  repairs  and 
so  excuse  yourself  for  not  examining  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  although  his  statement  had  some  effect. 

Question.  What  effect? 

Answer.  I  bad  high  confidence  in  his  integrity  and  have  yet. 

Question.  Was  that  the  reason  why  you  did  not  make  the  examiua> 
tion  of  an  inspector  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood  that  I  did  not  inspect  her» 

Question.  I  will  ask  you,  then,  very  distinctly,  whether  you  did 
inspect  her  thoroughly — whether  you  inspected  her  timbers  ? 

Answer.  I  inspected  her,  but  not  her  timbers,  in  consequence  of 
having  inspected  them  in  July  last. 

Question.  If  Mr.  Richardson  had  not  told  you  that  she  had  under- 
gone repairs,  from  your  inspection  of  July  last,  would  you  have  pro- 
nounced her  seaworthy  ? 

Answer.  I  think,  then,  I  should  have  made  a  more  critical  exam- 
ination of  her. 

Question.  What  I  wish  to  know  is,  whether  the  condition  of  the 
vessel  in  July,  as  you  saw  it  and  inspected  it,  was  such  that  you  would 
not  have  recommended  it  for  this  expedition  but  for  the  repairs  made 
upon  her  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 
Question.  You  would  not? 
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Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  I  suppose,  then,  the  inference  is  a  fair  one,  that  it  was 
in  consequence  of  the  repairs  you  supposed  to  have  been  made  upon 
her  that  you  recommended  her  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  whether,  in  July,  you  examined  her 
deck  timbers — the  timbers  that  support  the  deck  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not;  they  were,  as  is  customary,  encased  with  panel 
work. 

Question.  Then  you  did  not  at  any  time? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  consider  those  timbers  as  material,  or  what  would 
be  called  important  timbers,  or  ^^main  timbers,"  as  some  of  the  wit- 
nesses use  the  phrase  ? 

Answer.  As  to  the  main  timbers,  it  is  important  that  they  should 
be  sound.  By  **main  timbers"  I  understand  to  be  meant  the  water- 
wheel  guard  beams;  they  are  the  main  deck  timbers;  the  ordinary 
deck  timbers  might  be  seven  by  nine  or  seven  by  ten  inches,  and 
these  would  be  fifteen  inches  square,  or  more.  ' 

Question.  As  you  found  her  in  July  you  would  not  have  considered 
ber  suitable  for  this  expedition,  but  as  she  was  represented  to  be  re- 
repaired  by  Mr.  Richardson  you  accepted  her  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  that  and  the  fact  of  her  having  had  a  new  boiler 
and  an  independent  steam-pump  and  sponsons  having  been  put  upon 
her. 

Question.  These  are  a  sort  of  braces  ? 

Answer.  Yes;  sir;  and  shields  to  her  guards. 

Question.  It  was  in  consequence  of  the  addition  of  a  new  boiler  and 
the  sponsons  and  the  repairs  that  Mr.  Richardson  represented  that 
she  had  undergone  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  and  an  independent  steam,  fire,  and  bilge  pump; 
in  connexion  with  the  circumstance  that  in  putting  sponsons  to  a  ves- 
sel in  order  to  secure  them,  it  is  necessary  to  bore  her  timbers,  and  if 
they  were  defective  at  all  that  would  be  apparent;  and  if  very  defec- 
tive the  sponsons  could  not  be  fastened. 

Question.  What  timbers  would  be  bored  for  such  braces  ? 

Answer.  Frames  and  deck  beams.  The  sponsons  run  from  the 
frames  up  to  the  deck  beams  or  guard  beams. 

Question.  But  those  are  none  of  the  beams  that  you  discovered  and 
described  to  be  soft  in  July  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  From  your  examination  of  her  in  July,  would  you  expect 
to  find  her  deck  beams  rotten — positively  rotten  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  would  be  disappointed  if  they  were  so  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

CHARLES  H.  HASWELL. 

[The  witness  presented  t*ie  following  synopsis  to  the  committee  as 
part  of  his  testimony :] 
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Philadelphia,  Friday,  January  2,  1863. 
Samuel  Zane,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

Examined  by  tJie  chairman. 

Question.  Mr.  Zane,  please  state  your  residence  and  occupatioo.     . 

Answer.  My  residence  is  at  113  North  Fifth  street;  office  116  North j 
Delaware  avenue ;  my  occupation  is  shipbuilder. 

Question.  Are  you  now  inspector  ? 

Answer.  I  am  hull  inspector  for  the  eastern  district  of  Pennsyl*  : 
vania — United  States  local  inspector. 

Question.  Appointed  by  whom  ? 

Answer.  Appointed  by  the  board  and  confirmed  by  Mr.  Secretary 
Chase. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  seen  the  transport  vessel  Niagara  that 
came  into  this  port  from  New  York  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  visited  her,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  on : 
the  nth  of  December. 

Question.  What  was  her  condition  ? 

Answer.  I  went  down  in  the  aft  cabin  and  found  that  her  beams 
and  carlings,  and  also  her  deck  plank  were  in  a  bad  condition.  I  have 
here  a  piece  from  her  beam  and  a  piece  from  her  carlings  that  I 
fetched  here.  (The  witness  here  exhibits  to  the  committee  two  frag- 
ments of  wood  in  a  decayed  condition.)  One  of  the  officers  gave  me 
this  smaller  piece,  which  is  from  the  carlings;  the  other  large  piece  is 
from  the  beam ;  I  took  it  off  myself.  This  beam  was  in  the  aft  cabin 
and  was  one  of  her  main  beams. 

Question.  How  many  beams  are  in  a  decayed  conditiou  ? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  the  beams  have  all  been  cased,  and  where  we 
pulled  the  casing  off,  we  did  not  pull  it  off  of  many,  but  wherever  we 
pulled  it  off  we  found  it  in  a  very  bad  condition.  We  went  far 
enough  at  the  first  visit  to  state  that  the  vessel  was  not  seaworthy, 
and  so  we  stopped  without  making  much  more  examination;  although 
we  stopped  and  went  forward.  She  is  loaded  with  commissaries 
stores.  We  found  one  of  her  main  beams  in  her  forward  hold  which 
was  pretty  well  gone  on  the  clamps  where  the  beam  rests. 

Question.  State,  if  you  please,  if  that  vessel  is  seaworthy,  or  was 
seaworthy  when  she  sailed  from  New  York,  a  week  before  she 
reached  here  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  she  was  not,  to  my  judgment;  she  was  not  sea- 
worthy, sir.  She  was  inspected  on  the  4th  of  this  last  month  by  the 
board  there  in  New  York. 

Question.  Did  they  pronounce  her  seaworthy. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  They  gave  her  a  certificate  to  that  effect. 
When  she  came  here  I  condemned  her  as  far  as  I  could  go.  I  tele- 
graphed to  Thomas  B.  Stillman,  supervisor  and  inspector  for  the  sec- 
ond district,  and  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  by  direction  of  the  district 
attorney  here;  and  have  kept  a  copy  of  the  letter  served  on  the  mas- 
ter not  to  proceed  to  sea  with  the  troops,  which  is  as  follows : 
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Office  of  the  Board  of  U.  S.  Local  Inspectors, 

Philadelphia,  December  17,  1862. 

Sm:  You  are  hereby  notified  to  repair  the  said  vessel  so  as  to  render 
her  seaworthy,  the  same  being,  in  our  judgment,  unsafe  and  unfit  to 
make  a  voycige  to  sea.  The  said  vessel  needs  new  deckjpiank^  beams^ 
and  oarlings. 

Unless  the  said  repairs  are  made  the  navigation  of  the  said  vessel 
will  be  unsafe,  and  you  will  be  held  responsible  under  the  act  of  Au- 
gust 30,  1852. 

Yours,  respectfully, 

SAMUEL  ZANE. 
J.  W.  WAPLES. 
The  Captain  or  Owner  of  the  Steamboat  Niagara, 

Now  lying  in  the  port  of  Philadelphia* 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Kennedy.)  Would  a  vessel  in  that  condition, 
with  these  persons  on  board,  have  been  safe,  in  your  opinion,  for  coast 
navigation,  for  instance,  as  far  as  Fortress  Monroe  7 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  would  not  permit  her  to  go  to  New  York  with 
the  crew  light.     I  would  not  give  her  a  permit  to  go  outside. 

Question.  Were  these  timbers  that  you  inspected  essential  to  the 
afety  of  the  ship  ? 

Answer.  0,  yes;  it  is  the  main  deck.  The  oflScers  live  above  this 
main  deck,  and  had  that  deck  been  swept  off  the  boat  would  have 
been  left  an  open  boat. 

Question.  How  is  the  hull  ? 

Answer.  We  could  not  get  at  the  hull;  it  is  filled  with  commissary 
stores.  We  had  a  great  time  getting  down  as  it  was.  We  had  to 
take  a  light  with  us.  We  could  not  get  at  that.  She  lies  there  with 
stores. 

Question .  Do  any  of  the  main  timbers  exhibit  this  state  of  decay  7 

Answer.   We  could  not  see. 

Question.  Are  the  main  beams  below  covered  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  they  have  casing;  a  simple  lining — half-inch 
lining.  I  took  the  liberty  of  pulling  some  of  that  off,  as  I  thought  it 
my  duty.  We  can  either  bore  or  tear  away  if  we  think  we  can  dis- 
cover anything  unseaworthy.  I  ordered  some  to  be  torn  off,  and 
helped  to  tear  off  some  myself,  and  found  it  in  a  bad  condition — a 
Tery  bad  condition.     One  of  these  pieces  here  was  picked  right  out. 

Question.  Does  the  external  appearance  of  the  ship  indicate  weak- 
ness? 

Answer.  I  have  not  been  around  under  her  guards.  From  what  I 
saw  I  believe  it  does  all  around  under  her  guards.  She  has  been 
iponsoned,  and  you  cannot  get  a  chance  to  see.  She  has  been  hid  up 
pretty  well. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)   Judging  from  her  model,  was  she 
ever  adapted  to  outside  navigation,  or  only  to  inland  or  land-locked 
^vigation  in  sounds,  rivers,  and  bays  ? 
Answer.  She  was  built  for  a  sound  boat,  sir,  in  my  judgment. 
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Question.  Is  she  a  vessel  that  is  fit  to  go  around  Cape  Hatteras? 

Answer.  She  might  go  around  there  in  some  weathers,  but,  as  a 
general  thing,  I  would  not  trust  any  of  those  boats.  These  guard- 
boats  are  unfit  to  go  any  way. 

Question.  You  mean  by  ** guard-boats''  those  boats  which  have 
**guard8"  on  their  sides? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  will  say  here  the  Niagara  had  500  passengers, 
and  she  was  nearly  400  life-preservers  short.  Her  papers  only  give 
her  100  life-preservers.  I  believe  that  putting  men  into  that  ship  to 
go  to  sea  was  like  putting  them  into  their  coflSns. 

Samuel  Zane,  recalled,  testified  further,  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Mr.  Morrill. 

Question.  Have  you,  since  your  previous  testimony  to-day  given, 
made  a  further  examination  of  the  Niagara,  and  are  you  able  to  state 
more  in  detail  as  to  the  condition  of  her  timbers  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  made  a  further  examination  on  this  day. 

Question.  State  particularly  wha*:  you  saw. 

Answer.  I  went  over  the  same  ground  pretty  much  that  I  did  be- 
fore. I  saw  some  of  the  casing  torn  off,  and  found  pretty  much  all 
her  beams  and  carlings  are  in  one  condition.  I  further  made  an  ex- 
amination forward.  I  saw  nothing  new  forward,  although  I  saw  that 
again  to-day. 

Question.  In  what  condition  did  you  find  her  deck  timbers  in  the 
after  part  of  the  boat — the  beams  ? 

Answer.  I  found  them  in  a  very  bad  condition;  worse  than  I  found 
them  in  before. 

Question.  Are  they  sound  or  rotten  ? 

Answer.  Rotten,  sir;  unseaworthy,  unfit  to  go  to  sea,  unfit  to  be  in 
a  vessel. 

Question.  Did  you  boro  into  the  timbers  to  test  the  condition  of  the 
wood  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  bored  into  one  of  his  best  beams,  as  he  (Mr. 
Richardson)  said.     I  handed  the  borings  to  Mr.  Morrill. 

Question.  State  whether  you  found  any  one  of  the  main  timbers  or 
main  beams  sound. 

Answer.  I  did  not ;  I  did  not  find  one  sound.  The  owner  was 
present  and  acknowledged  that  they  were  all  gone  upon  the  clamps, 
and  that  there  were  small  pieces  substituted  for  the  beams  and  car- 
lings. 

Question.  If  there  had  been  an  attempt  to  repair  these  beams  and 
strengthen  them,  state  in  what  manner  that  had  been  done. 

Answer.  I  should  say  that  they  should  have  run  clear  across  the 
boat. 

Question.  But  as  a  matter  of  fact,  if  there  had  been  any  attempt 
to  strengthen  these  beams,  what  steps  had  been  taken? 

Answer.  There  have  small  pieces  been  put  alongside  of  each  and 
every  beam  and  carling.     They  have  been  bolted. 
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Questioo.   In  what  part? 

Answer.   On  the  beams  and  carlings  on  the  clamps. 
Qaestion.  That  is  where  they  rest  on  the  ship  ? 
Answer.   Yes,  sir;  on  the  sides  of  the  ship,  and  they  exteild  out  to- 
the  guard. 
Question.    Of  what  size  are  these  pieces? 

Answer.  I  should  judge  that  they  were  about  two  and  a  half  inches^ 
thick  by  seven  inches  wide.  They  were  secured  by  bolts  in  through 
the  decayed  timber — the  decayed  beams  and  carlings. 

Question.  State  how  much  support  those  pieces  would  afford  to  the 
main  timber. 

Answer.  Very  little,  sir,  in  my  judgment,  because  there  is  no  sound 
wood  to  hold  them. 

Qaestion.  That  defect  you  found  to  be  true  of  all  the  main  timbers^ 
of  the  deck,  did  you  ? 
Ajiswer.   Yes,  sir. 

Qaestion.  How  is  it  in  regard  to  the  carlings  ? 
Answer.   The  carlings  were  in  about  the  same  condition  as  tb& 
beams. 
Question.  Did  you  examine  the  fore  part  of  the  vessel  ? 
Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  did  you  find  the  carlings  in  the  fore  part  ? 
Answer.  I  found  the  carlings  and  beams  there  the  same  as  they^ 
were  aft;  I  found  pieces  substituted  for  the  carlings. 
Question.  How  about  the  main  beams  ? 

Answer.  I  found  it  the  same  with  both  beams  and  carlings  forward 
IS  I  did  aft.     The  condition  was  the  same. 

Question.  State  whether  you  found  any  beams  in  the  after  cabia 
which  had  not  been  repaired  at  all. 
Answer.  I  did.     No  attempt  had  been  made  to  repair  them. 
Question.   What  was  their  condition  ? 

Answer.  They  were  the  worst  I  saw.     Their  condition  was  very 
bad. 
Question.  Had  there  been  no  attempt  to  support  those? 
Answer.     No,  sir ;  no  attempt  to  repair  them  at  all. 
Question.   Were  those  beams  cased  ? 
Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  So  that  the  defects  were  not  obvious  ? 
Answer.   Yes,  sir.     I  also  found  the   deck  plank  rotten  in  different 
^pots,  so  that  they  would  crumble  under  the  heel  of  your  boot. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Richardson,  the  owner  of  the  boat,  present  at 
ttiia  examination? 
Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  these  defects  pointed  out  to  him? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir,  and  he  acknowledged  that  these  pieces  were  put 

alongside  the  beams  ;  and  he  acknowledged  that  the  beams  were  rot- 

., .  ten,  and  the  carlings,   also,   wherever   there  was  a  piece  put.     He 

I  acknowledged  that  fact  himself.     The  captain  who  belongs  on  board 

^f  the  Mary  Benton,  and  who  knew  the  Niagara  well  years  ago,  stated 

I  to  me  the  day  of  the  first  examination  I  made  that  she  laid  for  three 
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years,  unable  to  get  a  license  to  carry  passengers  on  the  lakes,  on 
Account,  I  suppose,,  of  her  unseaworthy  condition. 

SAM'L  ZANE. 

Philadelphia,  Friday,  Janvary  2,  1863. 

J.  W.  Wapaplbs,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows  : 

» 
Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  residence  and  employment. 

Answer.  My  residence  is  at  No.  1120  Columbia  avenue,  Kensing- 
ton, in  Philadelphia.  I  am  an  engineer  by  profession.  I  have  fol- 
lowed it  for  a  number  of  years  ;  but  I  am  now  a  United  States  local 
inspector  of  boilers  and  engines. 

Question.  Have  you  examined  the  transport  ship  Niagara,  that 
recently  came  into  this  port  in  distress,  with  soldiers,  bound  from  the 
port  of  New  York  ? 

Answer.  I  have,  sir. 

Question.  Stat«  what  you  found  her  condition  to  be. 

Answer.  Mr.  Zane  has  stated  it,  perfectly.  I  can  only  corroborate 
his  statement.  We  were  together,  and  my  opinion  and  hit  accorded 
exactly,  in  every  particular,  as  far  as  the  hull  is  concerned.  I  found 
the  engine  and  boiler  in  tolerably  fair  condition.  The  boiler  is  old, 
but  I  do  not  consider  it  dangerous.  Her  certificate  from  the  local 
board  in  New  York  stated  her  to  be  for  an  inland  route.  That  was 
the  inspection  made  on  the  4th  of  December,  in  New  York,  by  the 
New  York  local  board.  Her  certificate  stated  that  she  was  for  ai 
inland  route.  The  local  boards  have  to  give  them  a  route,  and  thfe 
certificate  in  her  case  gave  her  an  inland  route,  which  means  in  8 
fiound  or  bay,  or  anything  like  that. 

Question.  Do  I  understand  that  your  boards,  when  they  inspect  s 
vessel,  designate  the  particular  kind  of  navigation  for  which  she 
is  fit? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  we  designate  on  their  certificate  the  kind  ol 
route  we  intend  them  to  run  on. 

Question.  This  certificate  which  the  Niagara  carries  from  the  local 
board  of  New  York  specifies  that  she  is  authorized  and  qualified  tc 
run  on  an  inland  route  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  She  therefore  had  no  authority  to  go  outside  ? 

Answer.  Not  from  the  local  board,  not  agreeable  to  her  certificate. 
The  Niagara  had  four  hundred  life-preservers  short.  She  had  out 
hundred  life-preservers  and  five  hundred  passengers.  Her  papen 
allow  her  one  hundred  life-preservers.  We  do  not  allow  them  U 
carry  a  passenger  above  the  number  of  life-preservers. 

J.  W.  WAPAPLES. 
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Philadelphia,  Saturday^  January  3,  1863. 
Edmund  A.  Sowdeb,  being  duly  affirmed,  testified  as  follows: 

Examivjed  by  the  chairman. 

Qnestion.  State  your  place  of  business,  the  firm  of  which  you  are 
a  member,  if  of  any,  and  your  occupation. 

Answer.  My  place  of  business  is  at  Dock  street,  near  the  wharf;  I 
call  it  Dock  street  wharf.  The  firm  is  Edmund  A.  Sowder  &  Go. 
Oar  business  is  a  general  commission  business — ship-brokers  and  ship 
agents. 

Question.  Are  you  the  owners  of  vessels  of  any  description  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  furnished,  during  the  last  eighteen  months,  or 
aince  the  commencement  of  this  insurrection,  any  transportation, 
ahips,  barges,  or  boats  of  any  description  to  the  army  or  the  quarter- 
master'a  department,  or  any  agent  of  the  War  Department? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  we  have  furnished  some  vessels  for  this  last  ex- 
pedition, the  Banks  expedition. 

Question.  What  vessels  did  you  charter  ? 

Answer.  We  chartered  to  them  the  Prometheus,  a  new  steamer, 
of  which  we  are  part  owners,  which  we  purchased  when  we  found 
the  class  of  boats  that  they  wanted;  and  the  Cumbria,  an  iron  steam- 
ship that  we  bought  here;  and  my  impresion  is,  that  we  chartered  the 
City  of  Bath,  although  we  are  not  part  owners  of  her.  I  see  by  the 
newspapers  that  she  has  arrived  at  New  Orleans.  We  do  not  own 
any  part  of  her.     Those  are  all,  sir,  I  think. 

Question.  Do  you  know  at  what  rate  the  Cumbria  was  chartered  ? 

Answer.  The  Cumbria  was  chartered  at  $450  a  day  for  two  months, 
with  the  privilege  of  keeping  her  if  they  pleased;  so  Mr.  Getty,  my 
partner,  told  me. 

Question.  What  was  the  Prometheus  chartered  at? 

Answer.  The  Prometheus  was  chartered  at  the  same  rate. 

Question.  The  City  of  Bath  at  how  much  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember  how  much  she  was. 

Question.  Did  you  act  as  the  agents  and  brokers,  or  as  the  owners 
for  these  vessels  ? 

Answer.  We  acted  as  the  agents  of  these  owners. 

Question.  Through  whom  did  you  effect  the  charter? 

Answer.  My  impression  is,  Mr.  Getty,  my  partner,  told  me  it  was 
through  Commodore  Yanderbilt  he  chartered  those. 
^         Question.  All  of  them? 
>        Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

^  Question.  Did  you,  or  did  Mr.  Getty,  as  a  member  qf  your  firm,  or 
did  your  firm  in  any  way  pay  to  any  person,  or  promise  to  pay  to  any 
person,  any  brokerage  to  effect  either  of  these  charters  ? 

Ajiswer.  No,  sir;  not  to  my  knowledge,  and  not  to  my  belief. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  that  the  City  of  Bath  was  chartered  for 
this  expedition  ? 

Bep.  Com.  75 8 
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Answer.  I  am  not;  but  I  think  that  Mr.  Getty  told  me  that  she  was 
one.  He  said  she  was  a  boat  he  had  put  in,  as  these  parties  had 
spoken  to  him  to  offer  her. 

Question.  Who  examined  your  boats  as  to  their  qualifications  for 
this  business  7 

Answer.  I  do  not  know;  but  there  were  sundry  parties,  Mr.  Getty 
told  me  that  the  officers  selected  the  Cumbria.  Some  officers  that 
had  to  choose  the  boats  went  down  and  selected  her. 

Question.  Were  they  lying  in  New  York  ? 

Answer.  They  were  sent  there.  The  Cumbria  was  running  from 
New  York  to  New  Orleans.  We  had  her  running  here  first.  She  was 
a  prize,  and  was  sold,  and  we  purchased  hen  Some  other  parties 
took  a  part  with  us;  and  when  we  loaded  her  from  here  we  sent  her 
around  there,  and  chartered  her  at  $400  a  day  to  a  house  there.  She 
made  that  voyage,  and  we  chartered  her  again  for  $10,000  for  that 
trip.  She  then  returned,  and  just  came  in  when  this  matter  of  Gen- 
eral Banks's  expedition  was  up. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  vessels  other  than  you  have 
enumerated  for  any  expedition  to  the  War  Department,  or  any  agent 
of  the  War  Department  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  we  chartered  some  steamers  before.  We  char- 
tered the  steamer  New  York,  which  we  own. 

Question.  When  did  you  charter  her  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember  the  time,  but  it  has  been  some  three  or 
four  months  ago. 

Question.  To  whom  did  you  charter  her  ? 

Answer.  My  information  is,  we  either  chartered  her  to  Captain 
Hodges,  in  New  York,  or  at  Washington,  to  the  department  there. 
Mr.  Getty  went  on  to  Washington. 

Question.  Have  you  at  any  time  during  the  last  two  years  char- 
tered any  vessels  for  the  use  of  the  government  through  Captain 
Loper? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  what  chartering  we  have  done  Mr.  Getty  has  at- 
tended to  himself. 

Question.  Directly  with  the  agent  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Directly  with  the  quartermaster  himself.  We  have  not 
chartered  any  through  Captain  Loper;  I  do  not  think  we  have. 
Knowing  this  other  matter,  Mr.  Getty  would  probably  have  men- 
tioned it  to  me. 

Question.  Have  you,  or  has  your  firm,  in  order  to  secure  employ- 
ment for  your  vessels  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  paid,  or 
agreed  to  pay,  to  any  persons  any  money  or  thing  of  value,  either 
directly  or  indirectly  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge,  sir;  we  have  not. 

Question.  Have  you,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  for  yourself,  or 
for  your  firm,  paid  any  sum  of  money  or  thing  of  value  to  any  per- 
son in  order  to  get  the  amount  due  upon  the  charter-party  turned  into 
cash,  converted  into  money  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  nothing  but  what  we  have  sold  to  the  brokers  for 
onr  vessels — those  that  we  have  had  advances  upon  with  a  loss  upon 
certiBcatea;  nothing  else. 
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QnestioD.  By  the  term  ''brokers,''  do  you  mean  ship-brokers  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  mean  money-brokers,  stock-brokerp;  nothing 
else. 

Qaestion.  Have  yoii,  or  has  any  member  of  yoar  firm,  applied  to 
any  person  who  represented  himself  to  be,  or  who  was  acting  as,  an 
agent  of  the  government,  to  get  a  charter  for  any  of  your  vessels, 
and  been  directed  to  any  other  person,  who  was  not  in  the  ostensible 
employment  of  the  government,  to  get  your  charter? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  do  not  think  we  have  ever  had  anything  to  do 
with  any  parties  of  the  kind.  We  thought  we  had  as  good  a  right  as 
anybody  to  charter  boats,  as  that  was  our  business.  We  knew  nobody 
who  had  any  better  right.  That  is  our  regular  business.  We  are 
chartering  vessels  nearly  every  day,  but  of  course  only  steamers  for 
the  government  during  this  war. 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  all  charters  for  your  com- 
pany have  been  made  directly  with  the  known  and  ostensible  agent 
of  the  quartermaster's  department  of  the  army  ? 

Answer.  And  the  government  officials.  The  reason  I  say  govern- 
ment officials  is,  I  think,  when  Mr.  Getty  went  to  Washington  he  either 
chartered  to  General  Meigs  or  the  assistant  Secretary  of  War  one  of 
these  boats.  He  offered  them,  and  one  was  referred  here  to  Captain 
Boyd  and  another  to  New  York.  Whether  it  was  finally  closed  with 
the  Secretary  of  War  or  not  I  cannot  tell.  I  know  we  could  not  get 
the  charter-parties  signed  until  we  got  the  approval  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  that  the  terms  were  all  right,  as  we  had  represented. 

Question.  Who  signed  the  charter-parties  on  the  part  of  the  gov- 
ernment ? 

Answer.  Quartermaster  General  Meigs,  with  the  exception  of  some 
that  we  got  some  time  ago — some  one  or  two.  I  think  they  were 
signed  by  Mr.  John  Tucker,  who  was  then  transportation  agent. 

Question.  Are  you  a  stockholder  in  any  transportation  company  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  none. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  are  the  directors  in  the  Philadelphia 
Steam  Propeller  Company  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  do  not.  They  run  from  here  to  New  York, 
through  the  Delaware  and  Raritan  canal. 

Question.  Is  Captain  Loper  president? 

Answer.  Captain  Loper  used  to  have  a  line.  I  did  not  know  that 
Captain  Loper  was  president.  I  know  he  started  these  boats  a  good 
while  ago,  and  they  were  running  to  Hartford.  Then  they  went  to 
New  York,  and  from  there  to  Hartford. 


Washington,  Monday^  January  12,  1868. 
Henby  R.  WnrrE,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows  : 

Eocamined  by  Mr.  MorrUL 

Question.  Mr.  White,  you  have  been  called  here  by  Mr.  Bichard- 
tOD,  the  owner  of  the  Niagara,  to  testify  in  relation  to  the  condition 
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of  that  vessel.     State  whether  you  have  made  an  examination  of  the 
steamer  Niagara.    If  so,  when,  where,  and  at  whose  request  ? 

Answer.  I  have  made  an  examination  of  the  Niagara.  I  worked 
on  her  during  all  her  repairs.  I  made  this  special  examination  at  the 
request  of  Mr.  Richardson  on  Wednesday  last. 

Question.  State,  if  you  please,  your  profession  or  employment. 

Answer.  I  have  worked  for  eight  years  in  repairing  steamboats.  I 
am  a  ship-carpenter  and  joiner.  I  have  had  charge  of  the  repairs  of 
a  line  of  steamboats  at  Sag  Harbor  and  other  places. 

Question.  Had  you  known  the  Niagara  previous  to  your  examina- 
tion  of  her  on  Wednesday  last  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  and  where? 

Answer.  When  she  came  from  the  lakes.  I  have  been  for  the  last 
six  or  seven  years  in  Mr.  Richardson's  employment.  It  was  when 
she  came  from  the  lakes,  and  commenced  running  from  Sag  Harbor 
to  New  York. 

Question.  You  have  been  for  the  last  six  or  eight  years  in  Richard- 
son's  employment? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  When  she  came  first  from  New  York  city  to 
Sag  Harbor,  on  that  route,  I  made  the  first  repairs. 

Question.  Go  on  in  your  own  way  and  state  the  result  of  your  ex- 
amination. 

Answer.  Some  time  about  the  first  of  November  I  was  called  from 
the  Massachusetts,  another  boat  of  his  line,  to  go  on  the  repairs  of 
the  Niagara.  This  was  about  the  first  of  November  last,  when  she 
went  on  her  repairs  in  New  York.  I  went  through  with  the  repairs 
upon  her.  I  was  on  her  at  the  time  she  went  on  the  dry- dock  at  Jer- 
sey City.  I  there  examined  her  with  a  view  to  going  in  her  on  an 
expedition  myself.  She  had  a  garboard  streak,  that  is  the  next  plank 
from  the  keel,  taken  out  for  the  purpose  of  putting  in  new  timber 
chains,  clearing  her,  showing  the  bottom  on  the  under  side.  In  that 
examination  I  noticed  that  the  hands — there  were  some  sixty  at 
work — were  compelled  to  split  the  timbers  from  her,  and  in  so  doing 
showed  that  the  timbers  were  perfectly  sound,  so  much  so,  that  the 
bolts,  or  spikes,  which  were  seven-eighths  in  diameter,  were  broken  o£f. 

Question.  You  are  now  speaking  of  the  timbers  of  her  bottom  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  under  the  bottom.  Then  we  put  in  new  timber 
chains — that  is,  a  chain  running  along  between  the  timbers  next  the 
keel — ^to  keep  her  clear.  If  these  are  stopped  up  the  water  cannot  be 
pumped  out.  We  put  in  new  timber  chains,  and  in  doing  so,  I  as- 
sisted, passing  the  whole  length,  so  that  all  these  timbers  came  under 
my  examination.  Those  timbers  were  sound.  I  speak  of  her  floor 
timbers,  also  her  keel  and  keelson.  The  keel,  as  you  know,  is  the 
contre  timber  running  fore  and  aft  from  stem  to  stern;  the  main  keel- 
son is  the  timber  running  atop  of  the  keel  and  over  the  floor  timbers. 
In  constructing  a  vessel  the  keel  is  first  laid  down,  then  the  naval  tim- 
bers. 

Question.  Describe  the  condition  in  which  you  found  her  timbers  ? 

Answer.  To  make  it  plainer  I  will  use  this  diagram,  [A,]  which 
representa  the  Niagara.     I  found  these  timbers,  10  by  10  inches 
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square,  with  a  space  of  14  inches  apart,  as  represented  by  the  lines 
on  the  plan,  sound.  On  the  top  of  them  I  found  two  side-keelsons, 
14  inches  by  12,  of  oak,  and  perfectly  sound.  I  also  found  two  bilge 
keelsons,  rejiresented  by  these  lines,  running  amidships,  8  inches  by 
14,  also  sound.  I  would  here  remark  that  vessels  of  that  class  gen- 
erally carry  but  three  keelsons,  while  this  has  five.  She  also  has  a 
damp,  represented  by  lines  in  the  diagram,  which  is  six  inches  thick 
and  17  inches  wide,  passing  on  the  outside  of  these  timbers  and  bolted 
with  bolts,  averaging  one  in  a  foot,  the  whole  length — screw  bolts, 
passing  from  the  outside,  through  these  timbers  and  through  the 
clamp.  She  has  also  four  diagonal  braces  represented  fore  and  aft, 
10  by  7  inches,  of  oak,  and  perfectly  sound.  These  diagonal  braces 
mn  from  the  main  timbers,  under  the  main  timbers,  and  where  they 
cross  each  other  are  bolted  with  five  bolts.  I  then  commenced  with 
the  main  deck,  going  aft,  and  making  a  personal  examination,  num- 
bering the  timbers  and  taking  the  dimensions  of  them. 

Question.  Are  you  now  speaking  of  your  examination  last  Wed- 
nesday ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  Commencing  at  the  timber  marked  No.  1  in  the 
diagram  (6)  at  the  stern,  I  proceeded  to  No.  91  at  the  bow.  I  care- 
fully examined  every  timber. 

Question.  Does  that  include  the  carlings  as  well  a^  the  main 
timbers? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   What  is  the  number  of  main  timbers  ? 

Answer.  Twenty,  as  shown  by  this  diagram — twenty  main  beams. 
I  numbered  the  first  carling  No.  1,  and  so  on  until  I  came  to  a  beam, 
and  then  numbered  that  in  the  same  way;  that  is,  carlings  No.  1,  No. 
2,  No.  3,  No.  4,  and  then  beam  No.  5.  The  lines  for  beams  can  be 
distinguished  from  the  lines  for  carlings.  I  found  the  carlings  five  by 
six;  some  of  them  were  larger,  but  1  averaged  them  four  by  six;  none 
were  less.  The  first  beams  are  in  the  aft  cabin.  The  first  one.  No. 
5,  is  9  by  6;  the  next  one,  No.  9,  is  9  by  6;  the  next  one,  No.  14,  is 
9  by  6.  I  marked  No.  14  decayed  at  both  ends.  I  then  came  to 
carlings  No.  15,  No.  16,  No.  17,  then  No.  18,  beam,  9  by  6,  also  de- 
cayed; then  carlings  No.  19  and  No.  20;  carling  No.  21  decayed;  No. 
23  sound;  No.  23,  beam,  decay eSl  at  both  ends;  the  two  beams 
marked  No.  14  and  No.  18  had  been  pieced;  No.  24,  carling,  decayed 
at  both  ends;  No.  25,  carling,  decayed,  though  less  so;  No.  26,  carling, 
sound;  No.  27,  beam,  decayed  at  one  end;  No.  28  and  No.  29,  car- 
lings, partially  decayed,  of  oak;  No.  30,  beam,  11  by  13  inches.  I 
term  that  the  ** spring  beam."  The  spring  beam  is  the  first  beam 
ranning  aft  of  the  wheel.  My  reference  says,  11  by  13  inches,  oak, 
kneed  at  both  ends;  knees  bolted  with  six  bolts  at  each  end,  three 
feet  run,  six  inches  thick,  bolts  |-inch  iron.  The  fore-and-aft  timbers 
commence  here.     These  knees  are  strengthening  knees. 

Question.  Is  that  beam  No.  30  decayed  or  not  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  decayed  between  these  knees. 

Question.  Is  it  not  decayed  at  the  larboard  end? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  that  is  sound. 
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Question.  Is  that  near  the  main  hatch? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  aft  of  the  crank  room.  It  is  the  aft  spring 
beam.  Then  comes  carlings  Nos.  31  to  39.  They  are  all  cut  off  by 
the  crank  room.  No.  40,  beam,  10  by  6,  kneed  at  both  ends,  knees 
six  inches,  3J  feet  run.     That  is  forward  of  the  wheel. 

Question.  Is  No.  40  sound  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  sound.  No.  41,  carling;  No.  42,  carling; 
No.  43,  spring  beam,  white  oak,  14  by  10,  kneed  at  both  ends,  knees 
6  inches,  3  feet  run;  No.  44,  carling,  6  by  5;  No.  45,  carling;  No.  46, 
carling.  All  the  timber  there  is  perfectly  sound.  No.  47,  beam, 
sound,  10  by  11,  kneed  at  both  ends,  knees  6  inches  thick,  3  feet  run, 
six  bolts;  one  pair  diagonal  braces  start  from  this  knee,  run  to  bilge 
keelson,  bolted  together  with  four  bolts  where  they  cross.  No.  48  and 
No.  49,  carlings,  sound;  that  is,  between  the  machinery  and  the  boiler. 
No.  50,  beam,  10  by  8,  four  knees,  6  bolts  to  each  end,  24  in  all;  Nos. 
61,  52,  53,  54,  and  55,  carlings;  No.  56,  guard  beam,  7  by  7,  kneed, 
4  feet  3  inches  run,  (it  is  very  long,)  bolted  with  6  bolts;  Nos.  57,  58, 
59,  60,  and  61,  carlings;  No.  62,  guard  beam,  7  by  8,  oak,  kneed,  j 
bolts,  4  feet  run,  2  feet  throat;  No.  64,  guard  beam,  8  by  10,  kneed 
at  both  ends,  decayed  at  one  end;  my  remark  made  at  the  time  is, 
**  though  not  to  injure  the  strength  of  it."  There  is  a  decayed  place 
between  these  knees,  though  it  is  not  sufficient  to  injure  it.  There 
is  a  knee  on  each  side  on  the  outside,  so  that  even  if  it  were  cut  off 
it  would  not  get  away.  Nos.  65  and  66,  carlings;  No.  67,  beam,  12 
by  7,  kneed  at  both  ends,  8  bolts,  5^  feet  run;  Nos.  68  and  69,  car- 
lings. 

Question.  Was  that  beam  67  decayed  ? 

Answer.  It  was.  There  was  a  little  hole;  it  seemed  to  be  a  hole 
under  the  floor.  That  beam  runs  forward  of  the  boiler  hatch  under 
the  gangway.  There  is  a  hole  in  there  where  you  bould  get  in  a 
couple  of  inches.  Nos.  68  and  69,  carlings;  No.  70,  beam,  10  by  7, 
with  diagonal  braces  like  the  former,  10  by  6  inches,  of  oak;  Nos.  71, 
72,  73,  and  74,  carlings;  No.  75,  beam,  10  by  7,  oak;  Nos.  76,  77,  78, 
and  79,  carlings;  No.  80,  beam,  8  inches  by  6;  Nos.  81,  82,  83,  and 
84,  carlings;  No.  85,  beam,  8  by  6;  Nos.  86  and  87,  carlings;  No.  88, 
beam,  7  by  6;  that  is  the  last  beam;  Nos.  89,  90,  and  91,  carlings. 
No.  91  is  the  last  one. 

Question.  Had  these  beams  and  carlings  been  repaired  ? 

Answer.  They  had  to  a  certain  extent.  Those  that  had  been  re- 
paired I  noted. 

Question.  How  many  beams  had  been  repaired? 

Answer.  I  think  there  were  two  beams  pieced.  Two  beams  were 
repaired.  ^ 

Question.  How  many  did  you  find  decayed  ? 

Answer.  I  found  three  of  these  beams  decayed,  besides  those 
pieced.     Five  in  all  I  found  decayed. 

Question.  How  many  carlings  did  you  find  pieced  ? 

Answer.  A  great  many  of  these  carlings  were  pieced  from  the 
outside. 

Question.  Were  these  pieced  lately  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir;  before  the  boat  came  on  her  dock. 

Question.    She  has  not  undergone  repairs  since  she  has  been  at 
Philadelphia? 
f  Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  she  lying  at  Philadelphia  now  7 

Answer.  I  think  she  is  lying  at  Wilmington. 

Question.  How  many  of  these  carlings  had  been  repaired  ? 

Answer.  I  call  it  *' pieced''  under  the  guards. 

Question.  How  many  were  ** pieced?" 

Answer.  Forty. 

Question.  Were  they  pieced  at  both  ends  ? 

Answer.  Not  all  of  them.  There  are  forty  on  the  starboard  side 
of  the  boat. 

Question.  How  many  carlings  had  been  pieced  on  the  other  side? 

Answer.  Thirty-three. 

Question.  Those  you  say  had  been  pieced  under  the  guards? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir;  and  to  make  that  piecing  thorough  the  pieces 
had  been  run  through  and  through.  That  is  the  common  way  on 
ateamboats. 

Question.  You  say  these  carlings  averaged  how  may  inches  ? 

Answer.  Four  by  six  inches.     Boats  usually  carry  two  by  six. 

Question.  What  were  they  pieced  for? 

Answer.  To  strengthen  the  guards. 

Question.   Was  it  because  they  were  decayed? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  because  many  of  them  were  not  decayed. 

Question.  Why  were  they  pieced? 

Answer.  Because  the  boat  bad  been  run  on  to  something.  She  had 
been  run  on  the  dock,  and  in  doing  it  she  broke  out  forty-five  feet. 

Question.  This  boat  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  We  run  her  in  and  broke  off  forty -five;  we  had 
to  put  in  the  ends  of  them,  and  had  to  repair  them. 

Question.  You  broke  off  forty-five  carlings  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  we  put  in  forty- five  feet  of  new  beam. 

Question.  Why  did  you  piece  these  carlings? 

Answer.  I  did  not  piece  them,  when  you  come  to  that.  They  were 
pieced  before  the  boat  came  from  her  old  route.  It  is  frequently 
done  even  to  a  new  boat. 

Qaestion,  She  had  been  pieced  before  she  came  to  New  York  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  We  have  not  pieced  her  any,  except  when  she 
was  run  on  a  dock  in  consequence  of  a  mistake  between  the  captain 
and  engineer. 

Question.  These  carlings  had  been  pieced  before  she  came  to  New 
York? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  when  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  why  they  had  been  pieced  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  why;  I  do  not  know  why. 
When  one  is  broken  you  have  to  piece  it  and  repair  it. 

Question.  Were  these  broken  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  In  all  instances  7 

Answer.  No,  sir;  in  many  instances  they  were.  Where  they  were 
not  broken  many  of  them  were  rotten  at  that  place.  * 

Question.  Some  were  broken  and  others  rotten,  and  so  pieced  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  were  they  pieced  ? 

Answer.  They  were  pieced  by  running  one  piece  on  each  side  of 
the  broken  one,  running  through  within  the  hull  of  the  vessel  and 
bolted  thiough. 

Question.  Then  that  would  not  apply  to  these  that  were  broken  oflF? 

Answer.  Not  if  they  were  taken  out.  The  piece  was  generally 
three  by  two  inches  of  oak.  In  many  cases  the  old  piece  is  left  in, 
even  if  broken. 

Question.  Were  new  pieces  put  on  both  sides  in  all  instances  ? 

Answer.  Not  in  all;  but  you  will  see  it  by  these  lines. 

Question.  State  whether  two  pieces  were  put  on  each  carling  in  all 
instances. 

Answer.  No,  sir;  there  are  in  eight  cases  on  the  starboard  side 
and  five  on  the  larboard  side. 

Question.  In  twelve  out  of  the  seventy-five  that  had  been  pieced 
two  pieces  were  put  on  ?' 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  a  piece  on  each  side. 

Question.  That  was  plank  ? 

Answer.  It  was  oak  timber,  three  by  six.     The  supposition  is  that 
these  had  been  broken  when  they  were  sound.*    If  they  had  been 
rotten  they  could  not  have  pieced  with  more  than  one.     Sometimes, 
in  piecing  a  vessel  of  that  kind,  if  they  lap  on  the  deck  plank — if 
they  piece  the  deck  plank — we  there  put  in  two. 

Question.  You  say  there  were  five  of  these  beams  decayed,  and 
two  of  them  had  been  pieced  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  That  was  done  before  she  came  to  New  York  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  There  never  had  one  been  pieced  afterwards  ? 

Answer.  None  of  the  beams  were  pieced  after  she  came  to  New 
York;  it  wa«  not  known  that  they  were  unsound. 

Question.  Her  beams  had  not  been  examined  after  she  came  from 
New  York  ? 

Answer.  Not  in  the  cabin — not  to  take  off  the  casing.  In  the  for- 
ward cabin  it  covers  these  up. 

Question.  In  some  of  these  timbers  did  you  not  find  a  good  deal  of 
decay  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  but  you  could  not  tell,  because  the  soldiers  had 
torn  it  out  and  carried  it  off,  and  some  of  it  was  only  discolored  that 
was  sound. 

Question.  How  many  of  these  main  timbers  did  you  find  that  were 
a  good  deal  decayed  ?  Were  some  of  the  main  timbers  in  the  aft 
cabin  very  much  decayed  ? 

Answer.  I  found  four  of  them  considerably  decayed  and  one  that 
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was  less  decayed.  In  that  beam  (No.  30)  on  the  larboard  side  I  did 
not  consider  the  decay  sufficient  to  affect  the  strength  of  it,  from  the 
manner  in  which  these  knees  are  put  on.  It  would  not  affect  it  ma- 
terially; it  would  affect  it  some.     The  beam  is  left  large  there. 

Question.  Were  the  plank  on  her  deck  decayed  ? 

Answer.  They  were,  sir. 

Question.  You  spoke  of  repairs  made  upon  this  vessel  about  the 
Ist  of  November  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sin 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  at  what  time  7 

Answer.  From  the  1st.     1  went  on  her,  perhaps,  the  second  day. 

Question.  How  long  were  you  upon  her? 

Answer.  I  was  on  her  up  to  the  9th  of  December.  On  the  9th  of 
December  she  sailed,  and  I  left  for  another  boat.  I  made  forty  days 
from  November  1st  on  that  boat.  I  sometimes  made  more  than  one 
day,  as  we  were  anxious  to  get  her  off,  and  were  sometimes  com- 
pelled to  work  over  hours.  She  went  on  the  ways  at  Jersey  City  to 
have  her  garboards  taken  out  and  sponsons  put  on. 

Question.  What  did  your  repairs  consist  of?  You  first  took  out 
her  planks  and  cleared — ^what  ? 

Answer.  Cleared  her  limber  chains  on  the  decks;  then  we  put  on 
sponsons.  They  are  braces  running  from  the  water-line  to  the  guards, 
to  protect  the  guards  and  to  make  her  stand  up;  make  her  crank  in 
a  heavy  sea;  that  is,  to  make  her  stiff,  buoyant.  Those  aft  were  slat 
sponsons.  They  were  put  on  in  strips,  to  let  the  water  pass  in  and 
oat  in  case  she  shipped  a  sea,  or  anything  of  the  kind. 

Question.  What  other  repairs  were  made  ? 

Answer.  We  put  in  new  coal-bunkers  below,  and  did  anything 
that  was  necessary.  We  laid  a  new  floor  aft — a  new  lower  deck  floor 
amidships. 

Question.  What  else  ? 

Answer.  There  were  various  repairs.  Everything  that  wanted  to 
be  done  we  did. 

Question.  State  whatever  you  did. 
;       Answer.  We  repaired  the  doors  and  windows,  and  put  in  new  deck 
plank  where  we  supposed  it  was  wanted. 

Question.  In  which  part  of  the  vessel  did  you  put  in  new  deck 
plank  ? 

Answer.  We  put  in  new  deck  plank  amidships  and  aft. 

Question.  Are  you  sure  of  that  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  On  the  upper  deck  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  on  the  main  deck. 

Question.  Were  those  repairs  done  under  your  direction  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  directed  what  repairs  should  be  made  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Dewy,  of  the  firm  of  Smith  &  Dewy,  and  myself  and 
Kr.  Richardson. 

Question.  Had  you  the  sole  direction  of  affairs  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  at  first.     Dewey  &  Smith  had. 
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Question.  Are  they  owners  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  shipbuilders.     They  commenced  before  I  did. 

Question.  ¥our  principal  repairs  were  the  clearing  out  of  her  lim- 
ber chains  and  putting  on  her  sponsons  ? 

Answer.  That  was  done  under  Michael  Anderson. 

Question.  Your  repairs  consisted  of  that  and  repairing  the  floor 
amidships  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Your  other  repairs  were  trivial? 

Answer.  They  were  general  repairs  around  the  boat. 

Question.  Not  affecting  the  strength,  but  the  convenience  and  com- 
fort of  the  boat  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  many  men  had  you  with  you  ? 

Answer.  I  should  judge  they  would  average  four:  never  less  than 
two. 

Question.  Did  those  other  three  men  average  as  much  time  as  you 
did? 

Answer.  Just  about.    There  were  probably  two  men  at  work  longer. 

Question.  What  men  were  those  ? 

Answer.  Carpenters  and  joiners. 

Question.  She  had  no  repairs  on  her  from  the  time  she  oame  around 
to  New  York  until  you  commenced  in  November  ? 

Answer.  She  came  around  to  New  York  in  September,  and  these 
bands  came  on  before  I  did.  When  her  engine  was  repaired  they 
took  out  everything  about  her  engine  that  could  be  taken  out,  and 
her  boiler  was  repaired. 

Question.  But  I  am  inquiring  about  the  repairs  on  the  bull.  She 
sailed  very  soon  after  you  got  through  your  repairs? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  she  painted  ? 

Answer.  She  was  not,  to  my  knowledge.  She  was  not  painted^ 
while  I  was  on  board. 

Question.  Have  you  any  idea  what  the  expense  of  these  repairs 
was? 

Answer.  I  have  a  very  good  knowledge,  I  should  judge,  from  the 
fact  of  my  knowing  what  the  bill  was — from  the  fact  of  hearing  the 
man  say  what  his  bill  of  repairs  was. 

Question.  What  man  ? 

Answer.  Of  the  firm  of  Smith  &  Dewey.  Their  bill  was  $700,  or 
nearly  that. 

Question.  What  was  that  for  ? 

Answer.  Lumber  furnished.     By  the  way,  I  overhauled  her  wheels. 

Question.  What  was  your  bill  ? 

Answer.  My  bill  was  $80,  but  I  boarded  on  board. 

Question.  What  were,  the  other  mechanics'  bills  ?  Were  they  the 
same  as  yours? 

Answer.  Some  were  less;  none  more. 

Question.     Then  the  bill  of  Smith  &  Dewey  was  the  principal  bill  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  the  principal  bill  for  the  woodwork. 
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Question.  Did  theirs  include  the  timber  furnished  ? 

Answer.  It  did,  most  of  it. 

Question.  Was  Smith  &  Dewey's  bill  principally  for  timber  fur- 
nished ? 

Answer.  They  furnished  more  lumber  than  timber,  I  should  judge. 
I  know  one  young  man  Mr.  Dewey  sent  that  worked  with  me,  and  we 
made  about  the  same  time  together. 

Question.  Who  furnished  the  timber  for  the  vessel  ? 

Answer.  Each  man,  as  a  general  thing,  furnished  his  own  timber. 
Mr.  Alison  furnished  the  timber  for  his  work — that  is,  the  sponsons. 
Dewey  &  Smith  furnished  the  timber  on  which  I  worked. 

Question.  What  timber  ? 

Answer.  All  that  was  necessary— boards,  planks,  joists,  &c.,  for  the 
deck.  There  was  also  a  large  quantity  of  timber  brought  from  the 
south  that  was  picked  up.  When  she  was  in  the  hands  of  the  gov* 
ernment  before  in  the  south,  there  was  a  great  deal  of  timber  that 
was  picked  up  at  sea.     They  used  that. 

Question.  Then  you  make  her  bill  for  repairs  to  amount  to  some- 
thing over  $1,000  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  for  wood-work.  Mr.  Alison's  bill  for  sponsons 
was  about  $1,500,  he  told  me.  He  said  that  it  would  be  just  about 
$1,500. 

Question.  What  else  was  there  ? 

Answer.  That,  I  should  think,  is  about  all;  but  I  cannot  state  with 
positiveness. 

Qaestion.  Then  your  idea  is  that  the  repairs  on  the  hull  amounted 
to  about  $2,500? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  expense  on  the  engine? 

Answer.  I  heard  from  one  of  Mr.  Crowbanks's  hands  that  his  bill 
was  over  $6,000.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it  of  jsxy  own  knowl- 
edge. 

Question.  At  the  time  of  these  repairs  no  examimtion  was  made  of 
the  deck-beams  or  carlines  ? 

Answer.  We  could  see  the  beams. 

Question.  But  no  examination  with  a  view  to  repairs  was  made  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  as  we  passed  along  and  saw  what  was  needed, 
We  did  it.  We  could  see  every  one  forward;  they  were  not  cased, 
and  we  repaired  them.  Wherever  it  was  necessary  to  put  down 
deck,  we  had  to  have  something  to  spike  to,  and  if  a  timber  to  spike 
to  was  gone,  we  always  put  one  in.  Where  these  pieces  wore  put 
in  it  was  not  necessary. 

Question.  What,  in  your  judgment,  would  a  new  boat  of  the  class 
of  the  Niagara  cost  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose,  from  forty  to  fifty  thousand  dollars.  I  only 
judge  from  what  I  have  known  of  what  other  similar  boats  cost.  I 
think  this  boat,  when  built,  was  worth  $50,000,  perhaps  more.  She 
was  built  on  the  lake.  Her  engine  and  boiler  were  built  in  New 
York,  and  New  York  men  went  on  and  did  the  joiner's  work.  But  I 
do  not  know  her  history,  from  my  own  knowledge. 
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Question.  You  can  add  anything  further  that  you  desire,  ]^ to  what 
you  have  already  said. 

Answer.  I  believe  something  has  been  said  about  her  model;  that 
it  was  not  a  good  model;  not  fit  to  go  to  sea.  We  consider  her  a  very 
good  model.     She  is  of  a  much  better  model  than  most  boats. 

Question.  Is  her  model  that  of  an  inland  rather  than  a  sea-going 
steamer  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  she  is  not  the  model  of  a  steamship.  But  her 
model  is  a  very  good  one.  You  know  the  three  qualities  considered 
necessary  for  a  good  model  are  a  fine  line  on  her  bow,  a  clear  run, 
and  a  wide  transom ;  and  she  has  all  those. 

Question.  It  has  been  suggested  by  Mr.  Richardson  that'  you  ex- 
plain the  peculiarity  of  her  frame. 

Answer.  Her  planking  is  put  on  in  a  diagonal  manner;  that  is,  her 
ceiling  inside  of  the  planking  is  put  on  in  a  diagonal  manner,  to 
strengthen  it. 

Question.  She  was  planked  in  reference  to  strength  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  She  also  carries  a  large  hog-frame.  I  will  ex- 
plain it. 

Mr.  Morrill.  I  understand  what  it  is.  She  has  a  hog-frame, 
which  is  usual  for  such  boats  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  remarkably  strong,  with  iron  braces,  and  going 
inside  of  the  planking.  It  is  bolted  through  from  the  outside.  She 
also  carries  timber' heads.  She  carries  all  thes^e,  made  in  a  proper 
manner,  and  fastened  in  a  proper  manner. 

Question.  All  this  you  understand  to  be  usual  and  common  to  such 
boats  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  although  these  are  made  particularly  in  refer- 
ence to  strength. 

Mr.  Morrill.     I  think  she  was  originally  a  well-built  boat. 

Witness.  I  think  so  too.  Many  of  her  timbers  are  much  larger 
than  common.  With  your  permission,  I  will  leave  the  two  diagrams 
to  which  1  have  referred,  (A  and  B,)  and  a  memorandum  explanatory 
of  them,  as  part  of  my  testimony. 

Notes  in  connexion  with  plans  of  huH  and  deck  of  steamer  Niagara. 

1st.  ThehvU. — Keel  of  oak,  11  inche?,  and  perfectly  sound ;  tim- 
bers, 10  by  10,  mostly  oak,  and  all  sound;  spaces  between  timbers,  14 
inches;  main  keelson,  14  by  12,  oak,  sound;  two  side-keelsons,  14  by 
12,  each,  oak,  sound;  two  bed-plate  sills,  sound;  two  bilge-keelsons, 
oak,  sound;  clamp,  17  by  6,  bolted  every  foot  with  screw-bolts  from 
the  outside  through  the  timbers;  four  diagonal  braces  from  clamp  to 
keelson,  of  oak,  10  by  7,  bolted  each  with  four  bolts  at  the  crossings, 
locked  in  at  the  sides  under  the  beam,  represented  by  pencil  lines  on 
the  plan. 

2d.  The  main  deck. — Single  lines  represent  the  carlines.  Double 
lines  represent  the  timbers.  Double  lines  in  red  on  the  carlines  rep- 
resent additions  made  to  strengthen  the  carlines  where  they  had  de- 
cayed under  the  guards.     These  are  of  oak,  cedar,  and  pine. 
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The  letter  K  indicates  the  localities  of  the  knees,  the  sizes  of  which 
are  5  feet  to  2^  feet  the  run,  and  2^  feet  to  10  inches  across  the 
throat,  all  bolted  with  heavy  screw-bolts,  six  to  nine  bolts  to  each 
knee. 

Between  carline  21  and  timber  27  was*stowed  thirty  tons'  weight  of 
coal,  ammunition,  &c.,  and  remained  there  from  the  time  of  leaving 
New  York  till  being  removed  in  Philadelphia  a  few  days  since,  and 
DO  signs  of  weakness  shown. 

Bc^ms  and  carlines  all  sound  except  those  that  are  marked  other- 
wise, and  part  of  those  only  slightly  decayed. 

[For  diagrams  see  original.] 


Washington,  Monday,  January  12,  1863. 
A.  J.  Richardson  appeared  again,  and  testified  farther  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Mr,  MorriU. 

Question.  If  you  desire  to  make  any  further  statement  before  this 
committee,  you  can  do  so  now. 

Answer.  In  relation  to  the  decayed  timber  found  in  the  Niagara,  I 
discovered,  upon  examination,  that  it  is  all  found  under  what  is  called 
the  main  gangway  of  the  boat. 

Mr.  Morrill.  We  have  had  a  particular  description  of  each 
piece  of  timber  in  your  vessel  from  your  witness,  Mr.  White. 

The  WriNESS.  This  is  an  important  fact.  This  gangway  being  an 
exposed  place,  and  the  carlines  being  cased,  the  casing  held  the 
water,  which  is  the  secret  of  the  decay  of  those  carlines. 

Question.  You  account  for  their  decay  in  that  way  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  speak  of  that  on  account  of  your  having  sug- 
gested when  you  (Mr.  MorriU)  saw  the  vessel,  that  it  was  a  fair  infer- 
ence that  those  being  decayed,  all  the  others  in  that  room  were  de- 
cayed. 

Question.  They  are  all  decayed  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  but  they  are  pieced,  and  by  this  piecing  they 
are  made  stronger  than  they  were  originally.  These  carlines  aloug 
the  guards  had  been  repaired  with  the  intention  of  being  made  as 
strong  as  they  were  originally. 

Question.  Did  you  put  those  repairs  on  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Where? 

Answer.  At  Quebec.  Most  of  them  I  put  on  myself.  They  were 
defective,  not  from  decay,  but  from  the  vessel  having  been  run  against 
the  dock.  In  relation  to  the  value  of  this  boat,  the  price  paid  is  no 
criterion  of  her  value  in  New  York. 

Question.  Where  was  she  when  you  bought  her? 

Answer.  On  Lake  Ontario.  She  is  one  of  six  boats  that  be- 
longed to  the  American  Line,  as  it  was  called,  three  of  which  this 
company  sold,  including  the  Niagara,  for  the  reason  that  they  had 
not  business  to  support  them.     On  the  lake,  far  away  from  ih^  ^^^- 
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coast,  they  had  comparatively  little  value  if  they  could  not  be  profit- 
ably employed  thei-e,  on  account  of  the  distance  and  the  great  risk  in 
getting  them  to  the  sea-coast.  These  boats  had  to  go  down  the  rapids 
of  the  St.  Lawrence,  and  the  risk  was  very  great.  The  change  of 
the  location  of  the  boats  changed  the  value  of  the  boats.  One  of 
these  boats  that  was  sold  on  the  lakes  for  $17,000,  was  brought 
around  here  and  sold  to  the  government  for  $70,000,  as  I  had  it  from 
the  captain  of  the  vessel. 

Question.  Do  you  think  the  government  made  a  good  bargain  in 
that? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  she  has  been  a  profitable  boat.  She  is  the 
Northerner.  She  is  doing  a  great  deal  of  work.  She  is  the  same 
classed  boat  as  the  Niagara.  She  has  been  running  outside  here  all 
the  time.  I  was  oflFered,  before  the  Niagara  reached  New  York, 
$24,000  for  her;  that  was  before  I  put  these  last  repairs  on  her.  In 
relation  to  the  cause  of  the  boat  going  into  Philadelphia,  I  thought  it 
might  be  important  for  me  to  state  that. 

Question.  How  did  you  ascertain  that  ?    Yjou  were  not  on  board. 

Answer.  I  have  it  from  the  captain  himself.  I  can  state  what  he 
says.  Captain  Dorry  says,  after  he  got  the  blow-pipe  repaired  he  was 
about  to  proceed  to  sea,  when  the  colonel  and  other  oiBcers  protested 
against  it.  The  captain  then  said  he  should  be  at  Portress  Monroe 
the  next  morning.  The  officers  then  signed  a  protest  in  writing,  of 
which  the  following  is  a  copy  : 

'*0n  Board  the  Steamer  Niagara, 

''December  14,  1862, 

''The  undersigned  officers  of  the  50th  regiment  Massachusetts  vol- 
unteer militia,  after  due  deliberation  and  taking  full  and  true  testi- 
mony of  competent  witnesses,  do  judge  and  decide  this  transport  is 
un^eaworthy  with  her  present  freight  and  passengers,  and  that  we 
ought  to  make  the  near^t  port;  and,  furthermore,  do  protest  against 
going  to  sea. 

*'C.  P.  MESSER,  CoUmel 
*' J.  A.  LOCKE,  Lietdenard  CohneL 
**  JOHN  HODGES,  Jr.,  Mqjor. 
**WM.  COGSWELL,  Surgeon,'' 

Question.  You  think  that  determined  the  captain  to  go  in  there  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  By  the  conditions  of  the  charter  the  captain 
was  obliged  to  obey  the  officers  of  the  government  on  board  his  vessel. 
He,  of  course,  could  not  proceed  to  sea  after  receiving  that  protest. 
The  captain  assures  me  that  he  should  have  gone  to  sea  but  for  the 
receipt  of  this  protest. 

In  relation  to  the  model  of  this  boat,  from  what  I  have  heard  out- 
side  

Mr.  Morrill.  There  is  no  question  about  that.  She  seems  to 
have  been  a  boat  of  a  good  model  of  her  class.  I  suppose  she  was 
made  for  inland  navigation  Y 

Answer.  She  was  made  for  the  lakes  where  they  try  boatB  as  much 
as  on  our  coast.     She  is  not  a  sea  steamer,  but  she  is  so  thoroughly 


TESTIMONY.  127 

built  and  so  strong  a  vessel  that  she  would  be  pronounced,  I  think, 
by  competent  men,  suitable  for  the  purpose  for  which  she  was  taken 
up. 

Question.  For  what  ? 

Answer.  To  run  on  the  coast. 

Question.  To  go  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  did  not  know  where  she  was  going  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  but  we  knew  she  was  going  on  the  coast;  we  did 
Dot  know  where;  but  the  charter  stipulated  that  she  should  go  where- 
ever  required  to  any  port  this  side  of  the  Gulf,  or  in  the  Gulf,  or  to 
the  West  Indies,  I  think. 

Question^.  Your  papers  are  for  inland  navigation  t 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  That  was  all  we  asked.  When  I  purchased 
her,  I  purchased  her  for  an  inland  route,  and  that  was  all  I  asked; 
but  the  government  inspectors  inspected  her  for  another  purpose. 

Question.  How  does  that  appear  7 

Answer.  By  Commodore  Van  Brunt  and  Mr.  Haswell. 

Question.  Did  they  know  where  she  was  going  ? 

Answer.  They  knew  she  was  going  on  the  coast,  and  coastwise  is 
considered  inland.  The  requirements  of  the  inspector  (Mr.  Zane)  at 
Philadelphia  were  very  slight.  His  requirements  of  the  owner  were 
that  I  should  put  some  new  deck  plank,  timbers,  and  carlines  on  the 
boat  before  she  proceeded  to  sea.  That  is  indefinite,  and  I  went 'to 
liim  to  ascertain  what  he  meant.  He  said  wherever  they  were  needed 
they  should  be  put  in  before  she  went  to  sea. 

Question.  That  was  before  he  made  the  examination  concerning 
which  he  gave  testimony.  His  notice  to  you  says,  **Said  vessel  needs 
Dew  deck  plank,  beams,  and  carlines." 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  but  it  does  not  indicate  what  he  means  by  that, 
and  I  went  to  see  what  he  did  mean.  By  that  expression  he  might 
require  me  to  take  out  the  whole  deck  and  all  the  timbers.  But  he 
told  me  that  he  simply  meant  by  this  that  wherever  there  was  a  de- 
cayed carline,  deck  plank,  or  timber,  it  should  be  put  in.     * 

I  am  willing  to  take  this  boat  myself,  on  my  own  responsibility, 
and  send  her  anywhere  in  the  Gulf,  or  this  side  of  the  Gulf,  for  the 
use  of  the  gove^httietit,  and  if  she  arrives  there  safely,  they  may 
take  her  and  pay  me  what  they  please;  and  if  not,  they  may  pay  me 
nothing — such  is  my  confidence  in  the  ability  of  the  boat  to  perform 
the  work  required  of  her  at  this  time.  My  officers  are  quite  willing 
to  undertake  it — to  take  all  the  risk  of  their  own  lives. 

One  word  in  explanation  of  this  drawing,  (diagram  B,  in  testimony 
of  Henry  R.  White.)  The  drawing  of  the  main  deck  of  the  Niagara 
shows  the  repairs  of  carlines  in  the  after  part  of  the  boat,  extending 
only  under  the  guards  to  the  hull  of  the  vessel ;  whereas  it  should 
represent  them  as  extending  inside  of  the  hull  to  the  distance  of  from 
two  to  three  feet. 

A.  J.  RICHARDSON. 
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17th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com. 

3d  Session.      [  \    No.  76. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Jaxuaet  16,  1863.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  PoiCEBOT  submitted  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  the  opinion  qf  the  Court 
of  Claims  in  the  case  (/James  Preston  Beck,  administrator  (/  Preston 
Beck,  Jr.,  deceased,  report: 

The  material  facts  in  this  case,  as  claimed  in  the  petition  to  the 
lourt,  are  as  follows  : 

Brent  &  Beck,  merchants  at  Santa  F^,  New  Mexico,  in  1849,  were 
he  owners  of  134  mnles  and  horses,  valued  at  $75  each.  The  aui- 
oals  were  in  charge  of  their  herders,  about  twelve  miles  from  Santa 
^6,  when,  on  September  12,  1849,  a  small  party  of  Navajo  Indians 
ook  and  carried  away  with  force  and  violence  the  said  animals,  for 
rhich  no  compensation  has  been  made.  In  1851  they  filed  their 
^tition  with  the  superintendent  of  Indian  affairs,  stating  all  the 
lecessary  facts,  and  praying  the  relief  provided  by  the  intercourse 
ctof  1834.  That  act  provides  '*that  if  any  Indian  or  Indians  belong- 
ng  to  any  tribe  in  amity  with  the  United  States  shall  take,  steal,  or 
lestroy  any  horse,  horses,  or  other  property,  belonging  to  any  citizen 
f  the  United  States,  such  citizen,  Ac,  may  make  application  to 
he  proper  superintendent,  who,  upon  being  furnished  with  the 
lecessary  documents  and  proofs,  shall,  under  the  direction  of  the  Presi- 
lent,  make  application  to  the  nation  or  tribe  to  which  such  Indian  or 
Indians  shall  belong  for  satisfaction;  failing  to  obtain  which,  the 
^United  States  guarantee  to  the  party  so  injured  an  eventual  indem- 
lification,"  provided  the  injured  party  shall  in  no  way  violate  the 
provisions  of  the  act  by  seeking  or  attempting  to  obtain  private  satis- 
:action  or  revenge.  This  provision  was  repealed  by  the  eighth  sec- 
tion of  the  act  of  February  28,  1859,  (11  Statute,  402.) 

This  claim,  with  243  others  of  a  similar  character,  was  rejected  by 
the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  on  two  grounds: 

1.  **That  they  were  not  shown  to  have  been  committed  by  Indians 
in  amity  with  the  United  States,  and  upon  parties  lawfully  in  the 
Indian  country." 

2.  *  *  That  the  testimony  is  of  an  ex  parte  character,  the  claimants  tes- 
tifying the  one  for  the  other,  and  the  parties  being  wholly  unknown.*' 
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The  amonntof  all  the  claims  for  Indian  depredations  in  New  Mexico 
embraced  in  this  report  of  the  Commissioner  is  $502,986.  These 
claims  are  similar  i^  their  character,  and  are  sustained  by  evidence  of 
similar  dignity.  This  oase  may  therefore  be  regarded  as  a  precedent 
for  all  the  others,  and  as  involving  the  legal  or  equitable  responsibility 
of  the  government  to  the  amount  of  half  a  million  of  dollars. 

To  charge  the  government  with  the  payment  of  so  large  a  sum,  or 
any  sum,  under  the  special  provisions  of  a  statute,  it  is  clearly  neces- 
sary that  the  case  should  be  brought  within  the  statute  in  all  respects 
by  clear  and  competent  evidence* 

The  act  requires  that  the  proper  superintendent  be  •*  furnished 
with  the  necessary  documents  and  proofs"  before  application  could 
be  made  to  the  nation  or  tribe  for  satisfaction,  iind  before  a  right  to 
indemnity  from  the  treasury  should  accrue.  In  this  case,  the  Com- 
missioner of  Indian  Affairs  decided  that  tiie  alleged  depredation  was 
''not  shown  to  have  been  committed  by  Indians  in  amity  with  the 
United  States  t)r  upon  parties  lawfully  within  the  Indian  country,'- 
and  did  * '  not,  therefore,  come  within  the  provisions  of  the  intercourse 
act;"  and  further,  that  the  testimony  was  all  of  an  ex  paWc  character, 
and  incompetent  to  sustain  the  allegations.  This  ruling  of  the  Com*' 
missioner  ipust  be  presumed  to  have  been  sustained  by  the  President, 
as-  he  did  not  deem  it  to  be  his  duty  to  direct  tlie  application  to  he 
made  to  the  tribe  for  satisfaction. 

Was  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  AflFairs  or  the  President  the  proper 
and  final  authority  contemplated  by  the  act  for  deciding  upon  the  com* 
potency  of  the  ''proofs"  to  be  furnished  to  them,  and  upon  which  their 
subsequent  action  in  the  execution  of  the  law  was  to  be  founded  ?  If 
so,  (and  it  is  not  perceived  how  any  other  construction  can  be  put 
upon  the  act,)  their  decision  that  the  ^'necessary  proofs"  had  not  been 
furnished  concludes  the  legal  rights  of  the  parties  to  indemnity  from 
the  United  States.  This  particular  point  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  made  in  the  triabbefore  the  Court  of  Claims. 

The  evidence  submitted  to  the  court  was  the  same  as  that  pre- 
viously presented  to  the  department,  and  which  was  deemed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  two  successive  Commissioners  of  Indian 
Affairs,  who  specially  examined  the  subject,  as  too  "meagre  in  sub- 
stance and  irregular  in  form  "  to  enable  them  to  judge  of  their  merits. 

In  this  case  the  only  witness  who  testifies  to  the  material  facts,  from 
his  personal  knowledge,  is  Isidro  MontoUa,  and  of  his  credibility  there 
is  no  evidence  or  certificate  of  any  kind«  In  his  first  affidavit,  made  in 
September,  1851, and  submitted  as  "proof"  in  the  application  to  the  de- 
partment, he  states  that  "Brent  &  Beck,  on  the  12th  day  of  September^ 
1849,  had  about  one  hundred  and  thirty-five  head  of  animals  at  their 
grazing  camp  in  the  Territory  of  New  Mexico,  about  ten  miles  from 
Santa  Fe,  consisting  of  mules,  horses,  mares,  and  jackasses,  of  an  aver- 
age value  at  the  time  of  $65;  but  the  precise  number  of  mules,  horses^ 
mares,  and  jackasses,  he  does  not  remember,  but  there  were  more 
mules  than  any  other  kind.  Said  affiant  further  states  that  he  was 
present  on  the  12th  of  September,  1849,  at  the  grazing  camp  afore- 
said, of  the  said  Brent  &  Beck,  and  saw  a  party  of  Navajo  Indians, 
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abOfit  sixteen  in  number,  dash  in  amonest  said  mules,  Ac,  and  forci- 
bly steal,  take,  and  drive  away  towards  the  Navajo  country  afore* 
said  to  the  nnmher  of  135.'' 

In  his  testimony,  taken  before  the  commissioner  of  the  Court  of 
Claims  in  August,  1857,  he  says:  That  about  the  10th  or  12th  of  Sep- 
tember, 1 849,  he  was  coming  from  his  ranch  and  perceived  ten  or 
twelve  Navajo  Indians  watching  the  herd  of  mules  and  animals. 
The  Indians  attacked  and  wounded  him  so  that  he  fell  with  his  face 
vpon  the  grond  and  lay  as  if  dead,  and  thinking  he  should  die.  A 
little  afterwards  he  got  up,  and,  looking  around,  saw  the  Indians  sur* 
founding  and  collecting  the  mules  and  animals,  and  he  thinks  there 
were  about  a  hundred  head.  He  says:  '^I  saw  the  mules  and  ani« 
mals  distinctly,  but  did  not  get  near  enough  to  them  to  give  an  exact 
aocooot.'* 

In  this  deposition  he  does  not  say  that  the  animals  were  the  prop- 
erty of  the  clwnants.  In  his  former  deposition  he  stated  that  the 
transaction  occurred  about  ten  miles  from  Santa  F£ ;  in  the  latter  he 
states  it  from  twelve  to  fifteen  miles.  In  his  former  deposition  he  states 
the  number  of  animals  at  135:  in  the  latter,  at  about  100.  And  the 
number  of  Indians  is  first  stated  at  sixteen,  and  afterwards  at  ten  or 
twelve.  In  bis  first  statement  he  says,  being  upon  the  ground,  he 
f  saw  the  Indians  *'dash  in  among  said  mules,  horses,  mares,  and  jack- 
asses," and  steal,  take,  and  drive  away  towards  the  Navajo  country 
r  to  the  number  of  135 ;  but  says  nothing  of  being  thrown  upon  the 
ground,  or  of  bis  not  being  near  enough  to  see  distinctly. 

These  discrepancies  may  not  necessarily  be  fatal  to  the  credibility 
of  the  witness,  still,  as  he  is  the  only  witness  relied  on  to  prove  the 
material  facts,  and  no  evidence  of  his  credibility  is  furnished,  and  as 
he  was  wounded  and  left  for  dead  before  the  animals  were  taken,  and 
was  at  too  great  a  distance  to  give  an  exact  account,  it  is  not  surpris- 
ing that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Commissioner  of  Indian 
Affairs  should  have  regarded  it  as  too  *' meagre"  to  enable  them  to 
form  an  intelligent  opinion  as  to  the  merits  of  the  case. 

Montolla  further  says,  ^'it  was  as  much  as  any  of  those  in  charge 
of  said  stock  could  do  to  save  their  lives.''  Why  are  not  the  state- 
ments of  these  persons  produced?  Their  knowledge  of  the  facts 
must  certainly  have  been  much  better  than  Montolla' s,  and  yet  their 
evidence  is  not  offered,  nor  is  any  reason  assigned  for  its  absence. 

The  next  witness,  A.  Duval,  says  he  was  interested  in  the  stock  in 
question;  does  not  say  that  he  had  ever  seen  the  animals;  did  not  see 
them  driven  off;  but,  being  told  by  a  Mexican  that  they  were  gone, 
he  got  a  party  of  Mexicans  and  Pueblo  Indians  and  pursued,  but  did 
not  overtake  them. 

The  only  other  witness  does  not  pretend  to  any  knowledge  of  the 
facts,  except  what  he  derived  from  Beck  A  Brent. 

The  law  upon  which  the  claim  is  founded  is  the  intercourse  act  of 
1834,  already  cited.  The  evident  intent  and  purpose  of  that  act 
was  to  provide  against  the  disturbance  of  existing  amicable  relations 
between  the  Indian  tribes  and  the  United  States,  growing  out  of  the 
lawless  acts  of  individuals  on  either  side.     It  held  out  an  inducement 
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to  the  citizen  who  might  be  robbed  of  his  property  by  lawless  In- 
dians to  do  what  it  was  his  daty  as  a  good  citizen  to  do  independ- 
ently of  the  law — that  is,  to  refrain  from  involving  the  country  in 
war  by  taking  the  law  in  his  own  hands  and  attempting  to  avenge 
his  own  wrongs.  Congress  has  never  recognized  the  general  prin- 
ciple that  the  government  would  make  indemnity  for  Indian  depre- 
dations any  more  than  for  those  committed  by  civilized  enemies. 
The  rights  under  this  act  are  therefore  restricted  and  limited  by  its 
express  provisions  and  intentions.  It  is  very  clear  that  the  reason 
of  the  act  does  not  apply  in  this  case.  A  state  of  hostilities  actually 
existed  and  had  existed  for  a  long  period.  The  governor  of  New 
Mexico,  at  the  head  of  a  military  force,  was  in  the  field  for  the  pur- 
pose of  conquering  a  peace  with  the  Navajoes  at  the  time  this  trans- 
action occurred.  A  battle  was  fought  on  the  30th  of  August,  in  which 
one  of  the  Navajo  chiefs  was  killed,  which  resulted  in  a  treaty  of 
peace,  concluded  at  the  Valley  of  Ghielle,  nearly  300  miles  from  Santa 
Fe,  on  the  10th  September. 

This  treaty  was  not  known,  and  could  not  have  been  known,  at 
Santa  Fe  for  several,  weeks  subsequently  to  this  alleged  depredation ; 
and  it  is  clearly  shown  by  the  evidence  in  the  case  that  a  state  of 
^  ^  amity ' '  did  not  supervene  for  considerable  time.  This  depredation, 
therefore,  was  not  committed  by  Indians  in  amity  with  the  United 
States.  Constructive  amity  will  not  satisfy,  either  the  letter  or  tho 
spirit  of  the  law.  It  would  be  making  the  liability  of  the  govern* 
ment  to  depend  upon  mere  chance,  and  subject  it  to  penalties  foi 
proper  efiforts  to  protect  its  citizens.  The  prosecution  of  a  success- 
ful campaign  into  the  heart  of  the  enemy's  country  and  compelling  a 
treaty  of  peace  would,  on  the  principle  assumed,  involve  the  gov- 
ernment in  the  liability  for  all  property  taken  or  destroyed  after 
the  date  of  the  treaty,  although  the  destruction  might  have  occurred 
through  the  ordinary  operations  of  the  war,  and  under  the  reasonable 
presumption  of  all  parties  that  the  laws  of  war  still  prevailed. 

It  cannot  be  contended  that  an  army  in  the  field  can  be  held  respon- 
sible, in  damages,  for  acts  committed  after  the  date  of  a  treaty  of  peace, 
of  which  they  have  had  no  notice.  And  if  a  commanding  general  can- 
not be  so  held,  neither  can  a  government  The  Navajoes,  therefore, 
were  not  liable  for  the  acts  of  their  warriors,  committed  in  the  prose- 
cution of  the  war,  before  the  publication  of  the  treaty  of  peace,  nor 
could  our  government  make  application  to  the  tribe  for  indemnity, 
as  contemplated  by  the  act. 

When  the  question  of  amity  rests  upon  a  treaty,  as  is  claimed  in 
this  case,  it  cannot  be  said  to  exist  until  the  parties  to  be  affected 
have  proper  notice. 

The  committee  arrive  at  the  following  conclusions,  viz  : 

1.  That  neither  the  ownership,  the  amount  of  property,  nor  the 
circumstances  of  the  alleged  depredation  is  proved  by  competent  or 
reliable  evidence. 

2.  That  the  Navajo  tribe  of  Indians  were  not,  at  the  time,  *4n 
amity  with  the  United  States.'' 

3.  That  the  claim  ought  not  to  be  allowed. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Janvabt  20,  1863.— Ordered  to  be  prioted. 


Mr.  Howe  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  No.  476.] 

The  OcmmiUee  on  Claims,  to  whom  teas  referred  the  petiti<m  of  Albert 

Broivny  report: 

The  petitioner  claims  pay  for  one  hundred  army  wagons  manufac- 
tured for  the  government  under  a  contract  made  with  Messrs.  Morris 
A  Miller,  of  the  quartermaster's  department,  which  contract  was 
entered  into  on  the  first  of  July,  18(51. 

The  wagons  were  to  be  built  according  to  specifications  contained 
in  the  contract,  which  are  very  full  and  minute. 

The  contract  contains  the  following  clauses: 

The  work  may  be  inspected  from  time  to  time,  as  it  progresses, 
by  an  officer  or  agent  of  the  quartermaster's  department,  and  none  of 
it  shall  be  painted  until  it  shall  havq  been  inspected  and  approved  by 
said  officer  or  agent  authorized  to  inspect  it.  When  finished,  painted, 
and  accepted  by  an  officer  or  agent  of  the  quartermaster's  depart- 
ment, and  delivered  as  herein  agreed,  they  shall  be  paid  for.  **The 
wagons,  boxes,  &c.,  are  to  be  stored  at  Kingston,  New  Hampshire, 
at  such  place  as  the  quartermaster  or  his  agent  may  designate,  and 
the  contractor  to  assist  in  taking  them  apart  for  shipping.  It  is 
agreed  that  forty  of  the  wagons,  complete,  shall  be  ready  for  deliv- 
ery on  or  before  the  Slst  day  of  July,  1861,  and  the  remainder  on 
the  31st  day  of  August,  1861." 

The  evidence  in  the  case  shows  that  on  the  day  of  the  date  of  the 
contract  Major  Miller  appointed  Mr.  W.  C.  Patten,  of  Kingston,  the 
agent  of  the  department  to  inspect  the  wagons,  instructing  him,  at 
the  same  time,  in  writing,  how  to  inspect,  and  what  sort  of  ^  certifi- 
cate to  give. 

On  the  same  day  Major  Miller  addressed  to  Mr.  Brown,  the  con- 
tractor, a  note  in  the  following  terms  : 

**  Sib:  The  wagons  to  be  manufactured  under  your  contract  with  the 
United  States  of  this  date  should  be  shipped  when  ordered  by  the 
quartermaster  general,  on  bills  of  lading  or  railroad  receipts  taken 


2  ALBERT   BROWN. 

in  duplicate^;  one  to  be  sent  by  you  to  the  consignee,  the  other  to  be 
sent,  with  your  certificates  of  inspection  and  bill  of  wagons,  to  the 
quartermaster  general.     The  bill  of  lading  is  proof  of  delivery." 

On  the  13th  of  August,  1861,  the  quartermaster  general,  by  letter 
of  that  date,  directed  the  contractor  to  send  the  wagons  to  Perryville, 
Maryland,  consigned  to   Captain  C.  6.   Sawtelle,  assistant  quarter-^ 
master. 

Forty  of  the  wagons  weVe  thus  shipped  on  the  17th  of  August, 
and  the  remaining  sixty  on  the  28th  of  the  same  month. 

The  wagons  were  inspected  by  the  agent,  Mr.  Patten,  and  ap- 
proved by  him  in  the  very  terms  prescribed  by  Major  Miller. 

The  wagons  arrived  at  Perryville,  where  it  seems  they  have  been 
allowed  to  remain.  The  quartermaster  general  refused  to  use,  to 
sell,  or  to  pay  for  them. 

On  the  4th  of  January,  1862,  the  quartermaster  general  informed 
the  agent  of  the  railroad  company  at  Perryville  that  the  United 
States  had  **  condemned  and  rejected  the  wagons,"  and  that  **the 
railroad  company  having  a  lien  upon  them  for  charges  of  freight,  is 
at  liberty,  as  far  as  the  United  States  is  concerned,  to  do  what  it 
finds  for  its  interest  to  secure  itself." 

Thus,  through  the  action  of  the  quartermaster's  department,  one 
hundred  new  wagons,  purchased  for  one  hundred  and  forty-one  dollars 
each,  to  which  a  team  had  never  been  harnessed,  have  been  squan- 
dered. This  is  the  evident  fact.  Considered  in  connexion  with  the 
fact  that  the  same  department  disburses  about  two  hundred  and  fifty 
millions  annually,  that  is  perhaps  the  most  significant  fact  in  the  case. 
It  suggests  this  problem.  If  the  expenditure  of  $14,100  produces 
nothing  to  the  United  States,  how  much  is  likely  to  be  produced  by 
the  expenditure  of  two  hundred  and  fifty  millions. 

The  value  of  these  wagons  is  lost.  Whether  the  loss  shall  fall 
upon  the  government  or  upon  the  contractor  is  the  question  to  be 
considered 

Your  committee  addressed  a  note  to  the  quartermaster  general  on 
the  21st  of  June  last,  asking  him  to  communicate  any  evidence  in  his 
possession  or  any  reasons  he  might  have  to  urge  why  the  claim  of 
Mr.  Brown  should  not  be  allowed.  His  reply,  dated  July  17,  after 
Congress  had  adjourned,  was  not  received  until  the  present  session 
had  commenced.  In  that  reply  he  states  *^that  because  these  wagons 
were  not  made  in  accordance  with  the  contract,  and  because  they  are 
of  inferior  quality  and  workmanship,  and  worthless  for  use  as  army 
wagons,  they  have  not  been  received,  and  should  not  be  paid  for." 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  the  quartermaster  general  is 
mistaken  in  saying  the  wagons  had  *'not  been  received."  The 
wagons  had  been  shipped  from  Kingston,  New  Hampshire,  to  Perry- 
ville, Maryland,  a  distance  of  several  hundred  miles.  They  had  been 
shipped  upon  the  written  order  of  the  quartermaster  general.  They 
had  been  consigned  to  an  officer  of  his  department.  They  had 
reached  Perryville.  Bills  of  lading  had  been  forwarded.  The  maker 
had  been  instructed  by  that  department  that  such  bills  would  consti- 
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Bte  a  delivery.  Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that,  after  all 
hese  things  had  been  done,  it  was  too  late  for  the  maker  to  reclaim 
he  wagons,  or  for  the  government  to  reject  them.  After  having 
>rdered  the  maker  to  send  the  wagons  to  Perryville,  your  committee 
lo  not  think  it  becoming  in  a  just  government  to  order  him  to  come 
o  Perryville,  to  pay  the  charges  for  transportation,  and  to  take  them 
)ack  again. 

Whether  the  wagons  were,  in  fact,  of  *  *  inferior  quality  and  work- 
nanship,  and  useless  as  government  wagons,"  is  a  question  upon 
^hich  the  evidence  is  not  entirely  harmonious. 

In  support  of  his  allegation  against  the  quality  of  the  wagons,  the 
juartermaster  general  has  submitted  to  your  committee  copies  of  the 
•eports  made  by  Captain  C.  G.  Sawtelle,  of  that  department,  of  two 
iifferent  inspections  made  by  him.  The  one  was  dated  on  the  31st 
)f  August,  1861,  and  the  other  on  the  10th  of  September  following, 
iccording  to  those  reports  it  is  evident  to  your  committee  that  the 
(V'agons  did  differ  from  the  specifications  contained  in  the  contract  j 
3ut  it  is  equally  evident  that  neither  of  those  reports  exhibits  a 
greater  difference  between  the  wagons  and  the  specifications  than  do 
the  two  reports  exhibit  to  each  other. 

The  fact  of  making  two  reports  and  the  discrepancies  between  them 
is  explained  by  the  quartermaster  general  upon  the  ground  that  Cap- 
fcain  Sawtelle  made  his  first  inspection  of  the  wagons  by  comparing 
them  with  a  copy  of  specifications  upon  which  other  contracts  for 
irmy  wagons  had  been  made,  whereas  the  second  inspection  was  made 
by  comparing  them  with  the  specifications  in  the  contract  made  with 
Mr.  Brown  himself. 

Captain  Sawtelle  himself  urges  the  same  explanation.  Your  com- 
mittee, however,  feel  bound  to  say  that  the  explanation  is  not  satis- 
factory.    Indeed,  it  seems  not  less  extraordinary  than  the  fact  itself. 

For  Captain  Sawtelle  himself  asserts  that  the  difference  between 
the  specifications  on  which  his  first  inspection  was  made  and  those  of 
the  second  was  in  the  following  particulars,  viz:  the  one  required 
iiubs  to  be  of  elm  and  felloes  of  yellow  oak,  while  the  other  required 
aubs  to  be  of  gum  and  felloes  to  be  of  white  oak.  Your  committee 
io  not  think  these  slight  discrepancies  imposed  upon  Captain  Saw- 
telle the  necessity  for  making  a  second  inspection  and  a  second  report; 
uid  they  are  confirmed  in  that  opinion  by  the  fact  that  he  has  not,  in 
Mther  of  his  reports  upon  the  wagons  in  controversy,  informed  us 
wrhether  the  hubs  and  felloes  were  of  one  material  or  the  other. 

If,  therefore,  the  testimony  of  Captain  Sawtelle  was  the  only  evi- 
lence  in  the  case,  it  would  be  somewhat  difficult  to  say  that  the 
Ev^agons  were  unsuited  to  the  purpose  for  which  they  were  built,  be- 
cause that  testimony  is  contradictory  in  itself. 

But  his  testimony  is  also  contradicted  by  the  certificate  of  Mr.  W. 
C.  Patten,  who  certifies  that  the  wagons  were  *  *  made  of  good  stock, 
and  in  accordance  with  the  specifications  laid  down  in  the  contract.'' 

This  evidence  seems  to  your  committee  much  more  satisfactory 
than  that  of  Captain  Sawtelle;  for  even  if  it  be  not  consistent  with 
truth,  it  is,  at  least,  consistent  with   itself,  which  the  evidence  oi* 
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Captain  Sawtelle  is  not.  Besides,  there  is  evidence  in  the  case  which 
shows  that  Mr.  Patten  is  an  experienced  wagon-builder.  There  is 
no  evidence  to  show  that  Captain  Sawtelle  ever  made  one. 

Mr.  Patten  saw  the  wagons  while  they  were  building;  he  inspected 
them  before  they  were  painted.  There  is  no  evidence  that  Captain 
Sawtelle  ever  saw  them  until  they  were  completed  and  painted  and 
removed  to  Perryville. 

The  evidence  shows  that  Mr.  Patten  was  the  agent  of  the  govern- 
ment, specially  appointed  for  the  very  purpose  of  inspecting  and 
reporting  upon  the  construction  of  these  wagons.  There  is  no  evi- 
dence that  Captain  Sawtelle  had  any  more  authority  to  inspect  and 
reject  those  wagons  than  any  teamster  would  have  had  who  might  be 
hired  to  drive  them. 

There  is  evidence  in  the  case  to  show  that  Mr.  Patten  is  *'a  man 
of  high  moral  character,  and  above  the  suspicion  of  practicing  fraud 
in  any  capacity  in  which  he  may  be  placed.''  There  is  no  such  evi- 
dence in  reference  to  Captain  Sawtelle.  Moreover,  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Patten  is  corroborated  by  the  statements  of  other  witnesses. 
Robert  Rowe  made  a  part  of  the  work  and  sold  a  part  of  the  material. 
He  certifies  to  the  good  quality  of  both.  He  examined  the  first  forty 
wagons,  and  he  certifies  to  their  good  qualities. 

J.  R.  Locke  superintended  the  building  of  all  the  wagons.  He 
certifies  that  they  were  **  thoroughly  made,  of  good  stock,  well  sea- 
soned, and,  in  every  particular,  agreeably  to  the  specifications;"  that 
he  has  had  the  experience  of  twenty  years  in  building  heavy  wagons, 
and  in  that  time  has  superintended  several  government  jobs. 

Edward  Riddle,  of  Boston,  swears  that  he  has  had  an  experience 
of  twenty  years  in  the  carriage  business;  that  he  examined  these 
wagons  as  they  passed  through  Boston  on  their  way  to  Perryville; 
that  he  had  frequently  examined  wagons  made  for  the  government  by 
other  parties,  and  that  these  wagons  were  fully  equal  to  any  army 
wagons  that  he  had  seen  made  in  that  State. 

There  is,  on  the  contrary,  no  evidence  in  the  case  corroborative  of 
the  testimony  of  Captain  Sawtelle.  Besides,  the  agent  of  the  '*  Port- 
land Company''  certifies  that  he  sold  to  Mr.  Brown  the  axles  for 
those  wagons;  that  the  latter  purchased  the  best  quality  of  axles, 
when  he  might  have  purchased  the  same  articles  made  of  common 
iron  two  dollars  per  set  less  than  he  paid.  There  is  no  evidence 
in  the  case  to  show  that  he  purchased  of  any  one  inferior  material  for 
the  sake  of  getting  it  at  a  reduced  price. 

And  upon  summing  up  the  whole  case,  the  simple  question  pre- 
sented seems  to  be  this  :  Whether,  when  the  government  of  the 
United  States  has  purchased  goods,  has  received  them,  and  removed 
them  hundreds  of  miles  from  the  former  proprietor,  it  ought  to  pay 
them? 

In  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  it  ought,  and  they  accordingly 
report  a  bill  for  the  payment  of  Mr.  Brown. 

All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 
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January  23,  1863. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Hale,  from  the  Committe  on  Naval  Affairs,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT.* 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  to  whom  tvas  referred  the  Utter  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  in  answer  to  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  Sth 
insiant,  communicating  informalion  as  to  tvhat  congressional  districts 
have  more  than  two  midshipmen  a/  th^  Naval  Academy,  under  tohat 
law  appointed,  aaid  by  whom  recommended,  have  had  the  same  under 
oonsideraiion  and  submit  the  foUotving  report  : 

By  the  law  of  August  3,  1848,  the  number  of  midshipmen  was  limited 
to  four  hundred  and  sixty-four,  and  they  were  required  to  be  appointed 
onder  the  provisions  of  the  fifth  section  of  the  act  entitled  **  An  act 
making  appropriations  for  the  naval  service  for  the  year  ending 
the  thirtieth  June,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-six,"  as  follows: 
^^And  be  it  furtJier  enacted.  That  midshipmen  shall  hereafter  be 
appointed  from  each  State  and  Territory  with  reference  and  in 
proportion  as  near  as  may  be  to  the  number  of  representatives 
and  delegates  to  Congress;  and  that,  until  such  a  proportion 
shall  have  been  established,  ail  future  appointments  shall  be 
Blade  from  such  States  and  Territories  as  have  not  their  relative 
proportion  of  midshipmen  on  the  navy  list,  whenever  there  are 
suitable  applicants  from  such  States  or  Territories:  And  provided, 
further.  That  in  all  cases  of  appointments  the  individual  selected 
shall  be  an  actual  resident  of  the  State  from  which  the  appointment 
purports  to  be  made,  and  that  the  District  of  Columbia  be  considered 
as  a  Territory  in  this  behalf;"  and  by  **  An  act  making  appropriations 
for  the  naval  service  for  the  year  ending  the  thirtieth  of  June,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty-one,"  it  was  provided  **That  no 
ahipman  in  the  navy  shall  be  appointed  from  any  congressional  dis- 
trict having,  at  the  time  of  appointment,  more  than  two  officers  of 
that  grade  in  the  navy  from  such  district;  and  whenever  an  appoint- 
ment shall  be  made  from  any  State  the  person  so  appointed  shall  be 
an  actual  resident  of  the  congressional  district  from  which  the  ap- 
pointment purports  to  be  made:  And  provided,  further,  That  such 
congressional  district  of  any  State  as  may  not  have  any  midshipmen 
in  the  navy,  at  the  time  an  appointment  shall  be  made  from  said 


Z  APPOINTMENT   OF   MIDSHIPMEN   TO   NAVAL   ACADEBiY. 

State,  shall  be  entitled  to  at  least  one  appointment  before  any  other 
shall  be  made  from  any  district  of  the  State  having  one  or  more 
oflScers  of  that  grade  in  the  navy;''  and  by  **  An  act  making  appro- 
priations for  the  naval  service  for  the  year  ending  the  thirtieth  of 
June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty-three,"  it  ia  provided 
**That  hereafter  no  appointment  of  midshipman,  acting  midshipman, 
or  pupil  at  any  naval  school  in  the  navy,  shall  be  made  unless  recom- 
mended by  the  member  of  Congress  representing  the  district  in 
which  the  applicant  resides,  in  the  same  manner  that  cadets  at  West 
Point  are  now  appointed ;  and  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  here- 
by required  to  report  to  Congress,  at  its  second  session,  the  number 
and  names  of  appointments  to  the  Naval  School  which  have  been 
made,  and  the  district  and  State  whence  each  one  comes,  and  the 
number  of  vacancies  theji  existing  at  said  school,  with  the  congres- 
sional district  which  may  be  entitled  to  supply  them;  and  a  state- 
ment of  the  order  in  which  the  remainder  of  the  congressional  dis- 
tricts shall  be  entitled  to  supply  all  future  and  accruing  vacancies,  so 
far  as  it  may  be  determined  by  existing  laws  or  by  circumstances." 

This  was  the  condition  of  the  law  relating  to  the  appointment  of 
midshipmen  until  the  fourteenth  of  July,  1862,  when,  by  the  eighth 
section  of  the  act  making  appropriations  for  the  naval  service  for  the 
year  ending  June  thirtieth,  1863,  the  President  of  the  United  States 
was  authorized  annually  to  appoint  ten  acting  midshipmen  for  educa- 
tion in  the  Naval  Academy,  who  shall  be  selected  from  the  sons  of 
oflScers  or  soldiers  who  distinguished  themselves  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  or  from  the  sons  of  officers  or  men  in  the  naval  or 
marine  service  of  the  United  States  who  have  thus  distinguished 
themselves;  and  by  the  ninth  section  of  the  same  act  the  District  of 
Columbia  was  made  a  district  for  the  puposes  of  the  appointment  of 
midshipmen. 

On  the  sixteenth  of  Jnly,  1862,  an  act  was  passed  to  equalize  the 
grades  of  line  officers  of  the  United  States  navy,  in  the  eleventh  sec- 
tion of  which  it  was  enacted  that  the  number  of  students  allowed  at 
the  Naval  Academy  *  *  shall  be  two  for  every  member  and  delegate  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  two  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
ten  at  large."  "The  President  shall  select  two  from  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  the  ten  at  large;  and  the  President  shall  also  be  al- 
lowed three  yearl}^  appointments  of  midshipmen  who  shall  not  be 
over  eighteen  years  of  age,  who  shall  be  selected  from  boys  enlisted 
in  the  navy,  and  who  shall  have  been  at  least  one  year  in  the  ser- 
vice, six  months  of  which  shall  have  been  sea  service.'* 

The  same  section  also  enacts  that  '*from  and  after  the  fifth  of 
March,  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty -three,  the  nomination  of  candi- 
dates for  admission  into  the  Naval  Academy  shall  be  made  between 
the  fifth  of  March  and  the  first  of  July  of  each  year,  upon  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  member  or  delegate,  from  actual  residents  of  his  dis- 
trict, and  they  shall  be  examined  in  July  :  Provided^  That  when  any 
candidate  who  has  been  so  nominated  shall,  upon  examination,  be  found 
physically  or  mentally  disqualified  for  admission,  the  member  or  dele- 
gate from  whose  district  he  was  so  nominated  shall  be  notified  to  recom- 
mend  another  candidate,  who  shall  be  examined  in  September  following. 
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And  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  soon  after 
the  fifth  of  March  as  possible,  to  notify,  in  writing,  each  member  and 
delegate  of  any  vacancy  that  may  exist  in  his  district,  and  if  said  mem- 
ber or  delegate  neglects  to  recommend  a  candidate  by  the  first  of 
July  in  that  year,  then  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  to  fill  the  vacancy.''  And  lest  this  act,  taken  in  connexion  with 
that  of  the  fourteenth  of  July  preceding,  might  be  so  construed  as  to 
authorize  the  President  to  appoint  twenty  midshipmen  at  large,  a 
proviso  was  inserted  in  the  same  section  as  follows :  '^ Provided^  how- 
ever,  That  no  greater  number  of  midshipmen  shall  be  appointed  by 
the  President  at  large,  under  this  or  any  other  law  of  Congress,  than 
shall  be  allowed  by  the  provisions  of  this  section." 

The  committee,  after  a  careful  consideration  of  the  laws  relating  to 
the  appointment  of  midshipmen,  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  authority 
of  the  President  to  appoint  at  large  is  expressly  limited  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  ten,  as  prescribed  by  the  eleventh  section  of  the  act  to  estab- 
lish and  equalize  the  grades  of  line  oflScers  in  the  navy.  They 
consider  that  this  act,  which  was  approved  on  the  16th  of  July,  1862, 
aud  the  act  of  the  14th  of  July,  1862,  are  to  be  construed  together; 
that  the  act  of  the  16th  July  confers  no  additional  power  upon  the 
President  to  appoint  at  large;  on  the  contrary,  it  definitively  limits  his 
authority  to  appoint  to  the  ten  mentioned  in  the  eleventh  section,  and 
expressly  provides  *  *  That  no  greater  number  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  at  large,  under  this  or  any  other  law  of  Congress,  than  shall 
be  allowed  by  the  provisions  of  this  section.^'  It  seems  clear  to  the 
committee  that  the  provisions  of  this  eleventh  section  plainly  establish 
and  settle  the  questions,  both  as  to  the  number  of  students  that  may 
be  appointed  to  the  naval  school  and  the  power  of  the  President  in 
making  such  appointments.  The  section  prescribes  that  the  number 
of  students  allowed  at  the  Academy  shall  be  two  for  every  member  and 
delegate  of  the  House  of  Representatives — not  two  for  every  district 
that  may  or  may  not  be  represented  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
but  for  every  member  and  delegate.  Two  also  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  ten  at  large.  These,  with  the  addition  of  the  three 
yearly  appointments  allowed  to  the  President  from  boys  enlisted  in 
the  navy,  comprise  the  entire  number  of  students  that  may,  under 
authority  of  law,  be  appointed  to  the  Naval  Academy.  The  manner  of 
the  appointments  is  as  positively  determined  by  law  as  the  number. 
Every  appointment,  with  the  exception  of  those  conferred  on  the 
President,  must  be  upon  *'the  recommendation  of  the  member  of  Con- 
gress representing  the  district  in  which  the  applicant  resides.''  The 
law  prescribes  that  if  any  vacancy  exists  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  to  notify  the  member  or  delegate  in  whose  district 
the  vacancy  exists  of  the  fact,  and  if  said  member  then  neglects  to 
recommend  a  candidate  before  the  1st  of  July,  in  that  year,  then  it 
shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  fill  the  vacancy. 
The  law  thus  distinctly  prescribed  the  manner  \n  which  any  vacancy 
may  be  filled,  and  the  conditions  under  which,  and  the  only  conditions, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  by  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
has  power  to  fill  any  vacancies.     It  gives  him  authority,  after  due 
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notificatioD  to  the  member  in  whose  district  the  vacancy  occurs,  to  fill 
the  vacancy  in  default  of  the  recommendation  of  said  member;  but  in 
the  opinion  of  the  committee  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  no  power 
to  make  appointments  to  vacancies  oeourring  in  districts  which  are 
not  represented  in  Congress,  or  where,  through  want  of  such  repre- 
sentation, the- preliminary  notifications  required  by  law  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  in  case  of  vacancies  cannot  be  made.  All  appoint- 
ments, therefore,  which  have  been  made  to  fill  vacancies  of  this 
character  are  clearly  without  authority. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  in  his  annual  report,  estimates  that 
there  are  doubts  of  the  constitutionality,  as  well  as  the  policy,  of  the 
method  of  appointing  midshipmen  now  prescribed  by  law.  In  re- 
spect to  this  it  may  be  observed  that  the  present  system  of  appoint- 
ments has  been  in  operation  under  this  government  for  a  long  series 
of  years,  not  only  as  regards  the  Naval  School,  but  in  the  appoint- 
ments to  the  Military  Academy.  It  is  a  system  that  has  worked  well 
in  its  practical  operations,  and  moreover  has  commended  itself  to  the 
people,  and  has  been  repeatedly  indorsed  by  their  representatives  ; 
and  it  has  become,  so  far,  the  settled  policy  of  the  country  that  the 
wisdom  of  any  efforts  to  disturb  it  may  well  be  doubted.  As  to  its 
constitutionality,  that  question  has  been  repeatedly  passed  upon  by 
the  eminent  men  who  have  approved  of  the  laws  establishing  and  per- 
fecting .  the  system,  and  on  two  occasions,  at  least,  during  the  last 
session  of  Congress,  by  the  present  Executive,  in  affixing  his  signa- 
ture to  the  acts  of  the  fourteenth  and  sixteenth  July.  It  cannot  be 
supposed  that  the  President  signed  those  acts  without  due  delibera- 
tion, or  that  at  that  time  he  entertained  doubts  as  to  their  constitu- 
tionality. If  there  were  such  doubts  existing  in  his  mind  he  had  the 
opportunity,  and  it  was  his  duty,  then  to  state  his  objections,  and  not 
after  he  had  given  it  his  signature,  and  both  himself  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  had  made  appointments  under  the  law  and  accord- 
ing to  its  provisions.  If  there  really  did  exist  an  uncertainty  as  to 
the  right  of  Congress  to  enact  these  laws,  the  Executive,  by  waiving 
his  objections  at  the  only  time  in  which,  on  his  part,  they  could 
properly  be  presented,  and  afterwards  giving  a  practical  sanction  to 
the  laws  by  appointments  made  in  accordance  with  the  same,  has,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  committee,  precluded  himself  from  interposing, 
at  this  time,  any  constitutional  scruples. 

In  conclusion,  the  committee  give  it  as  their  opinion  that  the 
power  of  the  President  to  make  appointments  of  midshipmen  at  large 
is  limited  to  the  appointment  of  ten,  exclusive  of  those  from  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  and  the  naval  service,  as  prescribed  in  the  act  of 
the  fourteenth  July,  1862  ;  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  no 
authority  to  appoint  for  vacancies  in  unrepresented  congressional 
districts,  and  that  all  appointments  that  have  been  made  under  color 
of  fluch  power  are  unauthorized  by  law. 

They  therefore  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolu- 
tion: 
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Sesolved,  That  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  the  number  of  mid- 
shipmen that  may  be  legally  appointed  at  the  Naval  Academy  is  two 
for  every  member  and  delegate  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  two 
for  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  ten  at  large,  and  three  boys  enlisted 
in  the  navy,  and  that  the  ten  allowed  by  the  eighth  section  of  the 
act  passed  July  14,  1862,  entitled  ^*  An  act  making  appropriations  for 
the  naval  service  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1863,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  is  merely  descriptive  of  the  qualifications  and  condition 
of  those  whom  the  President  may  appoint  at  large,  and  that  any  other 
appointments,  under  whatever  color  of  law  or  necessity  they  have 
been  made,  are  not  authorized  by  law. 


J 
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Jamvabt  23,  1863.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Arnold  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  aooompanj  bill  8.  No.  479.] 

Committee  on  Claims^  to  whom  was  rrferred  the  petition  of  Robert 
yo^  legal  representative  of  Oeorge  Mayo,  deceased,  stibrmt  the  fat- 
ing report  :■ 

ippear«  from  the  evidence  in  this  case  that  George  Mayo  was 
►yed  as  a  clerk  in  the  Post  Office  Department  from  about  the 
jptember,  1831,  to  the  following  March,  and  that  he  received 
mpensation  therefor.  In  June,  1832,  he  received  a  regular 
ntment  as  a  clerk  in  the  department,  at  a  salary  of  $800  per 
Q,  which  he  held  until  his  death,  about  a  year  subsequently. 
1836  application  appears  to  have  been  made  for  payment  for 
ervices,  and  declined  by  Postmaster  General  Kendall,  on  the 
id  that  it  did  **not  appear  that  Mr.  George  Mayo  was  employed 
e  Postmaster  General;**  **  that  there  was  no  fund  out  of  which 
laim  could  be  paid,"  if  it  were  otherwise.  In  1843  the  appli- 
1  for  payment.was  renewed  by  the  presentation  of  the  following 
int,  viz: 

;  General  Post  Office  DepartTnetU  of  the  United  States  in  account  with  the 
legal  representatives  of  George  Mayo,  deceased,  Dr. 

six  montliB'  clerical  services  of  George  Mayo,  deceased,  in  the  Gen- 
al  Peat  Office  Department,  from  the  Ist  of  September,  1831,  to  the 
t  of  March,  1832,  the  deceased  having  been  employed  part  of  the 
ne  in  the  First  Assistant  Postmaster  General's  division,  and  the 
reater  part  of  the  time  in  the  Second  Assistant's  division,  during 
bich  he  was  repeatedly  promised  a  permanent  appointment  by  the 
ostmaster  General,  which  he  afterwaras  received,  as  a  clerk  at  the 
il^rj  of  $800  a  year;  but  for  his  services  thus  previously  rendered, 
J  the  entire  satiafaction  of  the  department,  he  never  received  any  com- 
guMtion,  which,  at  the  rate  of  his  permanent  salary,  would  be  $400, 
,^  the  said  six  months'  services $400" 
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On  the  presentation  of  this  account,  which  was  duly  verified  by 
oath,  Colonel  Gardner,  the  First  Assistant  Postmaster  General  al- 
luded to,  appended  the  following  certificate,  viz : 

'  *  1  certify  that  having  looked  at  the  within  account,  at  the  request 
of  Dr.  Mayo,  I  have  nothing  to  say,  from  my  recollections  on  the 
subject,  that  would  impugn  the  statements  it  contains." 

And  Major  Hobbie,  the  Second  Assistant,  says:  **I  know  that 
George  Mayo  rendered  clerical  services  in  the  Post  OflSce  Department 
for  a  period  of  time  anterior  to  his  appointment  as  a  clerk,  and  that 
such  service  was  well  performed,  so  far  as  it  fell  under  my  observa- 
tion. Part  of  said  service  was  rendered  in  the  branch  of  the  depart- 
ment that  was  under  my  charge,  and  part  in  Colonel  Gardner's  divi- 
sion.'' 

The  performance  of  the  service  is  also  certified  by  two  of  the  prin- 
cipal clerks  in  the  department  at  the  time. 

It  seems  to  be  satisfactorily  shown  that  the  service  claimed  for  was 
performed,  and  this  has  never  been  denied  or  questioned  as  a  ground 
for  the  rejection  of  the  claim.  The  ground  of  rejection  by  Mr.  Ken- 
dall, in  1836,  was,  that  the  seryice  had  not  been  previously  author- 
ized by  the  Postmaster  General,  and  that  there  was  no  appropriation 
to  which  it  was  chargeable.  The  inference  would  seem  to  be  fair 
that  the  performance  of  the  service  was  admitted,  and  that  it  was 
done  under  the  supervision  and  direction  of  the  two  Assistant  Post- 
masters General  is  shown  by  their  own  statements.  Does  not  this 
clearly  and  necessarily  imply  the  authority  of  the  Postmaster  General? 

The  committee  therefore  concur  in  the  following  views,  contained 
in  a  report  of  the  Committee  on  Claims  of  the  Senate,  submitted  by 
Mr.  Dickinson,  of  New  York,  at  the  first  session  of  the  29th  Con- 
gress, [No.  409.] 

*'From  a  thorough  examination  of  the  merits  of  this  claim,  your 
committee  are  of  opinion  that,  although  the  services  for  which  the 
compensation  is  asked  were  not  originally  undertaken  under  the  sanc- 
tion of  a  regular  appointment,  a  certain  portion  of  them  were  exe- 
cuted with  the  sanction  and  under  the  express  direction  of  one  of  the 
Assistant  Postmasters  General  with  fidelity  and  correctness.  How- 
ever this  committee  may,  as  they  certainly  do,  disapprove  of  the  un- 
authorized employment  of  clerks  in  the  executive  departments  to 
discharge  duties  to  which  those  in  the  regular  service  of  the  govern- 
ment are  or  may  be  supposed  to  be  competent,  as  well  in  regard  to 
number  as  to  capacity,  they  do  not  feel  at  liberty  to  withhold  pay- 
ment for  work  done,  as  in  the  present  instance,  with  the  privity  and 
approval  of  those  whose  province  it  is  to  select  the  individuals  to 
whom  it  shall  be  assigned.  The  government,  having  received  the 
benefit,  is,  in  their  opinion,  bound  by  the  act  of  its  officer,  and  should, 
therefore,  in  justice,  allow  a  fair  remuneration  for  the  labor  performed. 
George  Mayo  was,  as  it  appears,  subsequently  appointed  a  regular 
clerk,  at  a  salary  of  eight  hundred  dollars  per  annum  ;  and  the  time 
during  which  he  acted  without  remuneration  having  been  six  months, 
his  representatives  have,  in  the  opinion  of  this  committee,  a  rightful 
claim  to  a  ratable  compensation,  say  four  hundred  dollars." 
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The  petitioner  thinks  that  he  is  entitled  to  interest  from  the  date  of 
the  report  of  Governor  Dickinson  ascertaining  the  amount  due  and 
recommending  payment. 

While  the  committee  do  not  concur  in  the  action  of  the  govern- 
ment in  refusing  interest  in  all  or  in  most  cases,  they  do  not  recom- 
mend this  additional  appropriation,  but  confine  themselves  to  the 
payment  of  the  principal  debt  of  $400,  for  which  they  report  a  bill^ 
and  recommend  its  passage. 


Congress.  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com. 

Session.      )  [     No.  80. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


January  28,  1863— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


SowABD,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT. 

Cammittee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  lohom  was  referred  the  resolution  of 
Senate  of  the  \^th  idtimo,  in  the  follotoing  words,  to  wit:  ^''Resolved, 
at  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  instructed  to  inquire  whether 
practice,  which  to  some  extent  prevails  in  some  of  the  departments 
the  government,  of  appointing  officers  tofll  vacancies  tohich  have  not 
urred  during  the  recess  of  Congress,  but  which  existed  at  the  preced- 
'  session  of  Congress,  is  in  accordance,  tvith  the  Constitution;  and  if 
',  what  remedy  fthaU  be  applied. ' '  beg  leave  to  repm't  : 

e  state  of  facts  suggested  by  the  resolution  is,  that  in  some  of  the 
rtments  vacancies  have  existed  in  offices  during  the  session  of  the 
te,  and  have  been  filled  by  appointments  made  by  the  President 
ig  a  subsequent  recess  of  the  body;  and  the  committee  are  in- 
ted  to  inquire  whether  the  appointments  thus  made  in  the  recess 
uthorized  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
iis  instruction  plainly  requires  the  committee  to  give  their  opin- 
0  the  Senate  touching  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the  third 
le  of  the  second  section,  articfe  2,  of  the  instrument.  That 
56  is  in  the  following  words :  * '  The  President  shall  have  power 
11  up  all  vacancies  that  may  happen  during  the  recess  of  the  Sen- 
by  granting  commissions  which  shall  expire  at  the  end  of  their 
;  session." 

lie  preceding  clause  sets  forth  in  very  clear  terras,  needing,  we 
k,  no  interpretation,  the  mode  in  which  an  office  shall  be  filled, 
n  other  words,  receive  the  incumbent  who  is  to  perform  its  func- 
3  and  enjoy  its  privileges  and  emoluments.  It  declares  that  **he 
President)  shall  have  power,  by  and  with  the  consent  of  the  Senate, 
ake  treaties,  provided  two-thirds  of  the  Senent  concur;  and  he  shall 
iyiate  and,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  shall 
►»nt  ambassadors,  other  public  ministers  and  consuls,  judges  of 
supreme  Court,  and  all  other  officers  of  the  United  States  whose 
JDtments  are  not  herein  otherwise  provided  for,  and  which  shall 
^tablifibed  by  law;  but  the  Congress  may  bylaw  vest  the  appoint- 
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ment  of  such  inferior  ofiicers  as  they  may  think  proper  in  the  Presi- 
dent alone,  in  the  courts  of  law,  or  in  the  heads  of  departments/* 

The  resolution  before  us  does  not  relate  to  those  inferior  oflSces 
which  may  be  filled  without  the  consent  of  the  Senate,  but  evidently 
to  such  only  as  require  their  advice  and  consent.     It  is  obvious,  from 
the  language  we  have  quoted,  that  the  responsibility  of  the  Senate,  in 
respect  to  the  fitness  of  a  person  to  be  designated   by  the  President 
for  an  office,  diflers  in  no  respect  or  degree  from  his  own  responsi- 
bility; for  it  is  clear  from  the  language,  that  to  authorize  such  person 
to  enter  upon  and  take  possession  of  the  office,  there  must  be  a  con- 
currence of  the  Senate  in  the  designation.     This  concurrence,  in  con- 
templation of  the  Constitution,  is  just  as  indispensable  as  a  nomina- 
tion by  the  President,  and  both  are  plainly  made  conditions  precedent 
to  the  exercise  of  the  right  of  the  President  to  appoint.     The  Senate, 
should  they  see  fit,  might,  doubtless,  give  in  advance  their  advice  and 
consent  to  a  particular  nomination,  and  the  President  might  after- 
wards make  the  nomination,  and  then  the  appointment;  though  it 
would  seem  from  the  language  that  the  President  is  first  to  nominate, 
and  the  Senate  then  to  act;  and  such  we  believe  to  have  been  the 
general  practice.     But  it  is  entirely  clear  that  neither  the  President's 
nomination  nor  the  Senate's  advice  and  consent  thereto  can  of  them- 
selves confer  upon  the  person  any  right  to  the  office — a  right  which 
accrues  only  when  the  President  has  made  the  appointment.     And  it 
is  quite  plain  that  this  preliminary  action  of  the  Senate  upon  a  par- 
ticular nomination  was  regarded  by  the  framers  of  the  instrument  as 
an  important  safeguard  and  essential  protection  against  the  induction 
into  office  of  an  unfit  person.     It  was  presumed  by  the  framers  that 
the  Senate,  made  up  of  members  from  each  of  the  States,  would  possess 
local  and  personal  information  touching  the  qualifications  of  persons 
for  office,  enabling  them   to  correct  any  error  the  President  might 
commit  in  his  selections  ;  and  they   are  therefore  charged  with  the 
duty  of  examining  and  passing  upon  the  fitness  and  propriety  of  his 
selections.     They  were  set  as  a  check  upon  him,  and  in  this  respect 
possess  a  power  of  precisely  the  same  nature  and  the  same  necessity 
as  that  of  one  house  of  Congress  upon  the  other  in  the  enactment  of 
laws ;  and  we  cannot  hesitate  to  regard  this  power  and  duty  of  the 
Senate  as  one  of  the  high  conservative  principles  of  the  Constitution 
for  the  protection  and  security  of  the  public  interests,  and  the  purity, 
intelligence,  and  integrity  of  persons  charged  with  the  administration 
of  the  government  in  its  various  branches.     And  we  do  not  suppose 
there  has  ever  been  or  ever  can  be  any  serious  denial  that  such  was 
the  object  of  the  clause      It  would,  indeed,  be  difficultto  conceive  of  a 
diflFerent  object.     And  so  important  in  the  judgnaent  of  the  conven- 
tion was  the  attainment  of  this  high  object,  that,  so  far  as  language 
was  capable,  they  prohibited  an  appointment  to  be  made  until  it 
should  first  have  been  advised  and  assented  to  by  the  Senate — with 
the  single  exception  of  cases  of  vacancy  happening  during  the  recess 
of  the  Senate. 

The  term  vacancy  is  well  understood  :  it  is  the  want  of  an  incum- 
bent authorized  to  perform  the  functions  of  the  office.     It  may  happen 
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bj  death,  resignation,  or  any  other  manner  the  statute  may  point  out ; 
and  practically,  under  the  Constitution,  it  has  been  held  to  occur  by 
virtue  of  the  act  of  removal  by  the  President  of  one  incumbent  and 
the  appointment  of  another  to  his  place. 
The  Constitution  provides  that  where  a  vacancy  shall  happen  during 
f  the  recess  of  the  Senate,   the  President  may  fill  it  up,  by  granting  a 
I  commission,  which  shall  expire  at  the  end  of  their  next  session. 
I     This  clause  conveys  all  the  power  the  President  possesses  to  ap- 
point to  and  fill  an  office  without  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sen- 
ate,   except   in  cases  of  inferior  officers,    where  Congress   may,    if 
they  see  fit,  give  him  the  power.     It  contemplates  the  mere  tempo- 
rary investiture  of  a  person  with  the  office  for  present  and  temporary 
convenience,  but  which  investiture  absolutely  ceases  on  the  happen- 
ing of  a  future  event,  namely,  the  end  of  the  next  session  of  the 
Senate.     When  this  event  has  happened,  the  commission,  ipso  facto, 
ceases  to  operate,  or  to  impart  any  authority  whatever  to  its  possessor. 
Thus  we  find  the  exact  termination  of  the  temporary  appointment 
which  the  President  may  make  under  the  clause  in  question. 

The  next  question  to  be  solved  is,  When  must  the  vacancy,  which 
may  thus  be  filled  and  the  appointment  to  which  is  thus  found  to  ter- 
minate, accrue  or  spring  into  existence  ?  May  it  begin  during  the 
KssioD  of  the  Senate,  or  must  it  have  its  beginning  during  the  re- 
cess ?  We  think  the  language  too  clear  to  admit  of  reasonable  doubt, 
aod  that,  upon  principles  of  just  construction,  this  period  must  have 
its  inceptive  point  after  one  session  has  closed  and  before  another 
session  has  begun.  It  cannot,  we  think,  be  disputed  that  the  period 
of  tinpe  designated  in  the  clause  as  **the  recess  of  the  Senate,''  in- 
cludes the  space  beginning  with  the  indivisible  point  of  time  which 
next  follows  that  at  which  it  adjourned,  and  ending  with  that  which 
next  precedes  the  moment  of  the  commencement  of  their  next  ses- 
sion. This  is  the  plain,  popular  meaning  of  the  expression;  and  we 
,  dare  not,  in  a  question  of  so  much  moment,  depart  from  that  ancient 
and  sound  rule  for  the  interpretation  of  statutes  and  constitutions, 
I  which  requires  that  words  which  are  not  technical  shall  receive  their 
'  ordinary  popular  meaning.  And  we  might  observe  in  this  connexion 
that  the  use  of  the  word  ** during,''  before  ** recess,"  implying  a 
definite  beginning  and  a  definite  end,  seems  to  leave  no  room  to 
doubt  as  to  what  was  the  period  of  time  meant. 

The  committee  are  quite  aware,  however,  that,  in  order  to  bring  a 
vacancy  which  has  not  sprung  into  existence  during  the  precise 
period  we  have  mentioned,  within  this  temporary  power  of  the  Pres- 
ident, the  word  **  happen"  has  been  so  construed  as  to  embrace  in 
its  meaning  cases  where  the  vacancy  or  the  non-occupancy  has  com- 
menced to  exist  not  within  the  period  of  recess  but  within  the  period 
of  session.  Attorney  General  Wirt,  in  an  opinion  given  to  President 
J.  Q-  Adams  in  1823,  gives  the  following  explication  of  the  phrase: 
"All  vacancies  that  may  happen  during  the  recess  of  the  Senate." 
'*Tbe  most  natural  sense  of  this  term,"  he  observes,  **  is  to  chance, 
to  fall  out,  to  take  place  by  accident.  But  the  expression  is  not 
perfectly  clear.     It  may  mean  happen  to  take  place;  that  is,  to  orig- 
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inate;  under  which  sense  the  President  would  not  have  the  power  to- 
fill  the  vacancy.  It  may  mean,  also,  without  violence  to  the  sense, 
'happen  to  exist,'  under  which  sense  the  President  would  have  the 
right  to  fill  it  by  his  temporary  commission.  Which  of  these  two 
senses  is  to  be  preferred?  .  The  first  seems  to  me  most  accordant 
with  the  letter  of  the  Constitution:  the  second,  most  accordant  with 
its  reason  and  spirit.  The  meaning  of  the  Constitution  seems  to  me 
to  result  in  this:  that  the  President  alone  cannot  make  a />erman6n^ 
appoxntmetit  to  those  offices;  that  to  render  the  appointment  perma- 
nent^ it  must  receive  the  consent  of  the  Senate;  but  that  whenever  a 
vacancy  shall  exist  which  the  public  interests  require  to  be  imme- 
diately filled,  and  in  filling  which  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate  cannot  be  immediately  asked  because  of  their  recess,  the 
President  shall  have  the  power  of  filling  it  by  an  appointment  to 
continue  only  until  the  Senate  shall  have  passed  upon  it;  or,  in  the 
language  of  the  Constitution,  till  the  end  of  the  next  session.  The 
substantial  purpose  of  the  Constitution  was  to  keep  these  offices 
filled  ;  and  powers  adequate  to  this  purpose  were  intended  to  be 
conveyed.  But  if  the  President  shall  not  have  the  power  to  fill  a 
vacancy  thus  circumstanced,  the  powers  are  inadequate  to  the  pur- 
pose, and  the  substance  of  the  Constitution  will  be  sacrificed  to  a 
dubious  construction  of  its  letter.''  *  *  *  " Now,  if  we  interpret 
the  word  'happen'  as  being  merely  equivalent  to  'happen  to  exist,' 
(as  I  think  we  may  legitimately  do,)  then  all  vacancies  which,  from 
any  casualty,  happen  to  exist  when  the  Senate  cannot  be  consulted 
as  to  filling  them,  may  be  temporarily  filled  by  the  President,  and 
the  whole  purpose  of  the  Constitution  is  completely  accomplished." 
However  great  may  be  our  admiration  for  the  distinguished  source 
of  this  reasoning,  we  are  unable  to  see  its  correctness,  or  to  concur 
in  its  conclusion.  If  it  be  true  that  the  substantial  purpose  of  the 
Constitution  was  to  keep  these  offices  filled,  it  is  equally  true  that  its 
substantial  purpose  required  that  they  should  be  filled  by  competent 
and  fit  persons,  and  that  to  insure  this  result  the  opinion  of  the  Sen- 
ate must  be  appealed  to  and  taken  in  all  cases  except  vacancies 
which  occur  during  the  recess,  when,  of  course,  they  cannot  act  or  be 
consulted.  The  language  of  Mr.  Wirt  leaves  it  to  be  inferred  that 
the  filling  of  the  office  was  the  only  great  and  paramount  purpose. 
In  this  we  think  his  argument  casts  out  of  view  the  qualifications  of 
the  incumbent,  or  at  least  treats  them  as  mere  incidents  without  spe- 
cial importance,  and  entitled  to  no  weight  in  interpreting  the  pro- 
vision. We,  on  the  contrary,  hold  these  qualifications  to  be  of  the 
highest  and  gravest  importance,  weighing  heavily  against  the  artifi- 
cial interpretation  he  gives  to  the  language.  Why  were  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate  required  at  all,  but  for  the  purpose  of  as- 
certaining and  passing  judgment  upon  these  qualifications?  And 
why,  especially,  was  the  giving  of  this  advice  and  consent  made  a 
condition  precedent — a  sine  qua  non — to  the  appointment  ?  If  the  long 
list  of  government  defaulters,  whose  corrupt  principles  and  practices 
have  for  the  last  thirty  years  so  deformed  our  politics  and  our  history 
as  to  make  the  successful  plundering  of  the  public  money  almost  a  laud- 
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able  achievement  in  the  minds  of  vulgar  partisans  ;  if  these  petty 
offenders,  and  their  reeking  memories,  are  not  sufficient  to  demon- 
strate that  one  great  object  of  the  intervention  of  the  Senate  was  ta 
secure  fitness  and  honesty  in  the  incumbents  of  office,  we  have  but  to- 
tarji  our  eyes  to  the  stupendous  acts  of  fraud,  felony,  and  treason 
committed  even  by  the  members  of  the  President's  cabinet  during  the 
hatching  of  the  conspiracy  which  has  now  taken  on  the  form  of  open 
and  bloody  rebellion.  Had  the  Senate,  as  a  body,  done  their  whole 
duty  required  by  the  Constitution,  the  bad  men  who  were  confirmed 
as  members  of  Mr.  Buchanan's  administration  could  not  have  plotted 
treason  in  his  cabinet  and  before  his  eyes. 

Nor  can. we  concur  in  the  idea  that  the  ''meaning  of  the  Consti- 
tution seems  to  result  in  this  :  that  the  President  alone  cannot 
make  a  permanent  appointment  to  these  offices,  and  that  to  render 
the  appointment  permanent,  it  must  receive  the  consent  of  the 
Senate."  What  is  intended  by  this  rather  loose  phraseology  is, 
doubtless,  that  there  is  a  difference  between  the  full  official  term 
established  by  law  and  the  temporary  term  produced  by  the  occur- 
rence of  a  vacancy;  but  it  is  obvious  enough  that  this  is  merely  a 
difference  of  time,  not  in"^  functions  or  duties,  which  are  the  same  in 
both  cases;  and  the  mere  calling  the  appointment  in  the  one  case 
'* permanent,*'  and  in  the  other  not,  would  seem  to  be  a  very  unsatis- 
factory mode  of  deducing  power  to  the  President  under  the  Consti- 
tution. It  is  in  reality  only  the  invention  of  a  phrase  not  contained 
in  the  text,  giving  it  an  effect  which  the  text  itself,  by  the  ordinary 
rules  of  interpretation,  forbids.  No  instrument  could  long  endure 
such  experiments.  The  rights  secured  by  it  would  become  the  sport 
of  interested  ingenuity,  and  language  itself  a  snare. 

We  equally  dissent  from  the  construction  implied  by  the  substi- 
tuted reading,  '* happened  to  exist,"  for  the  word  ** happen"  in  the 
clause.  To  say  that  an  event  which  is  to  *' happen"  during  a  given 
period  of  time  may  logically  be  an  event  which  does  not  happen 
during  that  period,  but  during  another  and  an  anterior  period,  seems 
to  us  to  be  a  perversion  of  language.  '*  Happen  to  exist,"  as  here 
employed  by  Mr.  Wirt,  is  plainly  intended  as  the  equivalent  of 
**happen  to  be  existing,"  or  *Mn  existence,"  and  is  used  to  imply 
(though  it  does  not)  a  continuance  or  prolongation  of  the  event  (the 
vacancy)  from  a  point  of  time  anterior  to  the  recess.  Now,  it  is 
the  vacancy  that  is  to  '*  happen."  Certainly  any  event  which  has 
begun  and  become  complete,  must  be  said  to  have  happened.  But 
if  a  vacancy  once  exists,  it  has  in  law  happened;  for  it  is  in  itself  an 
instantaneous  event.  It  implies  no  continuance  of  the  act  that  pro- 
duces it,  but  takes  effect,  and  is  complete  and  perfect  at  an  indivisi- 
ble point  of  time,  like  the  beginning  or  end  of  a  recess.  Once  in 
existence,  it  has  happened,  and  the  mere  continuance  of  the  condition 
of  things  which  the  occurrence  produces,  cannot,  without  confound- 
ing the  most  obvious  distinctions,  be  taken  or  treated  as  the  occur- 
rence itself,  as  Mr.  Wirt  seems  to  have  done.  The  words  **  during 
their  recess,"  are  plainly  intended  to  qualify  and  limit  the  term 
''happen."     The  vacancy  is  to  happen  during  their  recess.     Now, 
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if  the  vacancy  the  President  is  authorized  to  fill  may  (as  Mr.  Wirt 
and  his  successors  contend)  take  place  indifferently  during  the  recess 
or  during  the  session,  is  it  not  evident  that  no  meaning  or  eflFect 
whatever  is  given  to  the  words  *' during  their  recess  ?''  Are  not  those 
words  practically  expunged  from  the  Constitution? 

Again,  we  see  no  propriety  in  forcing  the  language  from  its  popu- 
lar meaning  in  order  to  meet  and  fulfil  one  confessedly  great  pur- 
pose, (the  keeping  the  office  filled,)  while  there  is  plainly  another 
purpose  of  equal  magnitude  and  importance  (fitting  qualifications) 
attached  to  and  inseparable  from  the  former.  In  such  a  case  the 
argument  ab  inconvenienti  has  no  force,  because  the  anticipated 
€vils  on  the  one  hand  are  counterpoised  by  those  on  the  other. 

But  this  forced  and  unnatural  interpretation  becomes  more  mani- 
fest in  its  results.  Those  results  would  quickly  open  the  way  to  a 
practical  deprivation  of  all  power  of  the  Senate  over  executive  ap- 
pointments. For  if  the  President  may  in  the  recess  appoint  to  and 
fill  an  office  which  during  a  session  of  the  Senate  was  vacant,  he 
may  omit  to  make  any  nomination  at  a  subsequent  session,  and  at  the 
close  of  it  again  appoint  him  under  the  idea  of  filling  a  vacancy,  and 
so  on  from  session  to  session.  In  the  hands  of  an  ambitious,  corrupt, 
or  tyrannical  executive,  this  use  of  the  power  would  soon  bring  about 
the  very  state  of  things  which  the  Constitution  so  carefully  guards 
against,  by  requiring,  in  express  terms,  that  the  advice  of  the  Senate 
shall  first  be  taken,  and  its  consent  obtained,  before  an  appointment 
shall  be  made.  We  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  this  great  safeguard 
of  the  public  rights,  interests,  and  peace  is  practically  prostrated  and 
destroyed  by  the  insidious  and,  to  our  minds,  totally  unfounded  con- 
struction which  has  been  forced  upon  the  clause. 

The  committee,  in  considering  the  subject,  have  not  overlooked  the 
subsequent  opinion  given  by  Mr.  Attorney  General  Taney,  in  1832, 
and  that  of  Mr.  Legare  in  1841.  Although  the  latter  thinks  the 
question  one  of  no  difficulty,  and  it  is,  in  his  mind,  so  plain  as  to 
**  admit  of  no  doubt,  whether  it  be  considered  as  one  of  pure  legal 
science,  or  as  matter  of  public  expediency,^'  he  carefully  avoids 
putting  it  upon  the  ground  taken  by  Mr.  Wirt,  that  the  word  '*  hap- 
pen*' may  be  construed  to  mean  ** happen  to  exist;''  which,  as  was 
too  plain,  at  once  revolutionized  not  only  the  letter  but  the  apparent 
intention  of  the  clause;  but,  with  a  far  more  adventurous  spirit  of 
interpretation,  puts  the  claim  of  power  upon  the  provision  that  the 
President  ** shall  take  care  that  the  laws  be  faithfully  executed." 

If  this  b©  the  proper  location  of  the  power;  if,  when  an  office  has 
been  created  by  Congress,  and,  for  any  cause,  whether  his  own  omis- 
sion to  nomnate  or  the  Senate's  refusal  to  confirm,  or  the  death  or 
resignation  of  an  incumbent,  the  office  is  vacant,  he  may  fill  it  under 
the  idea  that  this  clause  gives  him  a  subsiantive  power,  it  is  quite 
clear  that  the  other  provision,  which  curbs  and  shackles  him  with  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  is  rendered  entirely  inoperative  and 
nugatory.  But  the  simple  statement  of  Mr.  Legare' s  proposition 
seems  to  us  to  carry  with  it  its  own  refutation,  and  we  therefore  dis- 
miss it,  with  the  obvious  remark  that  this  clause  is  only  intended  as 
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a  requirement  upon  the  Executive  that  he  shall,  so  far  as  it  depend* 
on  him,  see  to  it  that  the  laws  are  executed  faithfully,  in  the  manner 
and  by  the  means  which  they  themselves  prescribe,  not  by  any  means 
which  he  may  see  fit  to  adopt,  unknown  to  the  laws. 

We  are  aware  that  this  construction  has  been,  from  time  to  time, 
sanctioned  by  Attorneys  General,  and,  as  recently  as  1855,  by  Mr. 
Gushing,  and  that  the  Executive  has,  from  time  to  time,  practiced 
upon  it.  We  are  also  aware  of  the  great  weight  which  such  a  con- 
tinued practical  construction  is  entitled  to  in  considering  the -meaning 
and  intent  of  a  doubtful  clause  in  a  public  act.  But  we  have  not  been 
able  to  convince  ourselves  that  such  is  the  character  of  the  provision. 
We  think  the  language  too  plain  to  admit  of  a  doubt  or  to  need  inter- 
pretation; and  where  such  is  the  case,  the  language  must  not  be 
wrested  from  its  natural  sense  to  avoid  a  supposed  inconvenience. 

And  it  is  quite  apparent,  from  all  the  arguments  of  the  Attorneys 
General,  that  the  real  foundation  of  their  conclusions  is  the  assumed 
iuconvenience  to  the  public  service  of  permitting  an  office  to  remain 
vacant  during  the  recess,  where  the  vacancy  has  happened  during 
the  session  and  remains  unfilled  at  its  close. 

Cases,  it  is  true,  may  occur,  as  they  have  occurred,  where  a  vacancy 
may  subsist  after  the  session  in  consequence  of  the  refusal  of  the 
Senate  to  consent  to,  or  of  its  omission  to  act  upon,  a  nomination;  and 
exactly  the  same  inconvenience  may  result,  as  it  has  on  numerous 
occasions  resulted,  from  the  omission  of  the  President  to  send  in  a 
nomination.  It  is  also  an  inconvenience  that  a  vacancy  should  con- 
tinue for  any  length  of  time,  whether  occurring  during  the  session  or 
the  recess,  and  yet  vacancies  must,  from  the  very  nature  of  the  case, 
thus  continue  for  a  longer  or  shorter  period.  A  similar  inconvenience 
must  necessarily  have  happened  if  the  Senate  had  had  no  power 
whatever  over  appointments,  and  occurs  from  necessity  in  the  most 
absolute  governments.  It  is  unavoidable.  All  this,  however,  was 
clearly  foreseen  by  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  when  they  used 
the  language  giving  the  power;  and  it  strikes  us  as  far  more  rational 
to  conclude  that  they  regarded  this  temporary  inconvenience  as  out- 
weighed by  the  advantage  they  had  secured  by  requiring  all  appoint- 
ments to  office,  except  in  cases  of  vacancy  happening  in  the  recess, 
to  receive  the  sanction  of  the  Senate.  Their  plan  came  as  near  to 
perfection  as  the  nature  of  the  case  and  the  preservation  of  any 
efiective  power  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  would  admit. 

If,  however,  it  should  ever  be  found  that  in  the  practical  operation 
of  the  rule  which  we  assert  in  opposition  to  the  construction  so  long 
given  to  the  clause  serious  inconveniences  occur,  we  cannot  doubt  the 
power  of  Congress  to  provide  a  remedy  of  far  safer  application  than 
the  assumption  of  a  power  by  the  Executive  not,  in  our  opinion, 
granted  by  the  Constitution.  We  see  no  objection  whatever  to  the 
enactment  of  a  law  which  shall,  whenever  a  vacancy  or  non-occu- 
pancy shall  occur  during  the  session  in  any  important  office,  and  the 
public  interests  are  likely  to  suffer  before  it  can  be  supplied  by  the 
joint  action  of  the  President  and  Senate,  enable  the  President  to 
order  the  duties  to  be  performed  by  some  public  officer  to  whose  ap- 
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pointment  the  Senate  has  already  consented.  This  should,  of  course, 
t)e  done  under  proper  guards  and  restrictions  for  the  protection  of 
the  rights  of  the  public.  A  general  act  embodying  the  necessary 
provisions  could,  in  our  opinion,  afford  as  complete  a  remedy  as  in 
the  nature  of  things  is  possible,  and  remove  forever  all  ground  of 
oomplaint  growing  out  of  the  exercise  of  the  at  least  very  doubtful 
power  in  question. 

The  committee  designedly  abstain  from  discussing  the  power  of 
the  President  to  appoint  and  send  abroad  ministers  and  other  public 
agents  to  foreign  governments  without  obtaining  the  previous  con- 
sent of  the  Senate,  merely  observing  that  from  the  very  nature  of  his 
power  to  make  treaties,  the  employment  of  such  public  agents  is  indis- 
pensable. Negotiations  could  not  be  carried  on  without  them;  and  it 
is  quite  apparent  that  their  functions  do  not  constitute  such  an  (^ce 
as  is  implied  by  the  term  vacancy  in  the  clause  we  have  considered. 

The  committee  have  called  upon  the  heads  of  the  several  executive 
departments  for  information  as  to  the  extent  to  which  the  practice  has 
prevailed  in  their  offices,  and  herewith  report  to  the  Senate  the  replies 
which  have  been  furnished. 

All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted,  and  the  committee  ask  to  be 
discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  resolution. 
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Post  Office  Department,  December  29,  1862. 

Sra :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  27th 
instant,  enclosing  a  copy  of  the  resolution  adopted  by  the  Senate  on  the  16th 
instant,  on  the  subject  of  the  practice  of  filling  vacancies  during  recess  which 
occurred  during  the  session  of  the  Senate,  and  inquiring  whether  such  practice 
existed  in  this  department.  In  reply,  I  have  to  say  that  there  has  been  no 
instance  of  such  practice  in  the  Post  Office  Department. 
Very  respectfully  yours, 

M.  BLAIR,  Postmaster  GefieraL 
Hon.  J.  M.  Howard, 

Of  the  Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 


Navy  Department,  Januarij  2,  1863. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  27th 
ultimo,  enclosing  a  copy  of  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  16th,  "relative  to 
the  practice  of  appointing  officers  to  fill  vacancies  which  have  not  occurred  du- 
ring the  recess  of  Congress  (Senate,)"  and  inquiring  **  how  far  such  practice  has 
prevailed,  if  at  all,"  in  this  department,  "and  whether  any  of  the  present  incum- 
bents hold  by  such  appointments,  and  if  so,  what  are  the  offices  tney  occupy." 

In  reply  to  your  inquiries,  1  have  to  state  that  I  cannot  learn  that  any  prac- 
tice has  prevailed  in  this  department  of  "  appointing  officers  to  fill  vacancies 
which  have  not  occurred  during  the  recess  "  of  the  Senate.  The  inquiry  has 
reference,  perhaps,  to  appointments  which  may  have  been  made  during  tne  recess 
of  the  Senate  to  fill  vacancies  that  existed  and  were  not  filled  during  the  preceding 
session.  Such  appointments,  if  any,  must  have  beeu  too  rare,  and  have  occurred 
at  intervals  too  distant,  to  constitute  a  practice  or  usage. 

On  the  16th  of  July  last,  a  day  or  two  prior  to  the  adjournment  of  Congress, 
an  act  was  approved  "  to  establish  and  equalize  the  grades  of  line  officers  of  the 
United  States  navy."  This  act  created  grades  of  officers  previously  unrecog- 
nized by  law  in  our  navy,  viz :  rear  admirals,  commodores,  &c.  As  these  were 
new  offices,  it  must  be  considered  that,  until  filled,  they  were  vacancies  which 
had  occurred  while  the  Senate  was  in  session.  None  of  these  vacancies  were 
filled  during  the  session,  the  Senate  not  having  had  time  to  act  on  the  nomina- 
tions that  were  sent  to  that  body,  and  they  have  been  filled  by  appointments 
made  during  the  recess. 

This  course  was  adopted  in  view  of  the  embarrassment  and  disorganization  of 
the  navy  which  the  law  would  otherwise  have  unavoidably  created;  and  it  is 
believecl  to  be  in  conformity  not  only  with  precedent  and  the  opinion  of  the 
present  Chief  Justice  and  Attorney  General,  July  19,  1832,  but  in  conformity 
with  the  requirements  of  the  law  itself  under  which  the  appointments  were  made. 

The  nominations  of  four  rear  admirals  on  the  active  list,  and  nine  on  the 
retired  list,  which  were  sent  to  the  Senate,  not  having  been  acted  on,  the  vacan- 
cies were  filled,  during  the  recess,  in  conformity  with  the  opinion  referred  to. 

With  respect  to  the  other  new  grades  created,  the  fourth  section  of  the  law 
provided  "  that  the  Stscretary  of  the  Navy  shall  appoint  an  advisory  board  of 
not  less  than  three  officers  senior  to  those  to  be  reported  upon,  who  shall  care- 
fully scrutinize  the  active  list  of  line  officers  above  and  including  the  grade  of 
masters  in  the  line  of  promotion,  and  report  to  him  in  writing  those  who,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  board,  are  worthy  of  fiirther  promotion,"  &c. ;  and  the  fifth  sec- 
tion directed  "that  the  officers  reconmiended  shall  be  immediately  commis- 
rioned,"  &c. 

The  appointments  to  these  grades,  therefore,  were  made,  not  only  "  in  accoTd-* 
Bej>.  Chm.  80^ 2 


10  APPOINTMENT    OF    OFFICERS    TO    FILL    VAQANCIES. 

ance  with  the  Constitution,"  but  in  obedience  to  the  requirements  of  the  law 
itself.  The  vacancies  happened  to  exist  during  the  recess — ^iiot  through  any  act 
or  neglect  of  the  President — ^and  the  law,  as  well  as  the  exigencies  of  the  ser- 
vice, required  that  they  should  be  immediately  filled.  The  names  of  the  in- 
cumbents, and  the  grades  respectively  held  by  them,  are  shown  by  the  last  Navy 
Register  printed  by  order  of  the  Department. 

It  was,  of  course,  intended  that  the  nominations  should  be,  and  they  have 
been,  as  early  as  practicable  laid  before  the  Senate. 
I  am,  respectftilly,  your  obedient  servant, 

GIDEON  WELLES, 

Setrretary  of  the  Navy. 
Hon.  J.  M.  Howard, 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary^  United  States  Senate, 


Attorney  General's  Office, 

Washington,  January  5,  1863. 

Sir  :  I  pray  you  excuse  me  for  the  delay  in  answering  your  letter  of  Decem- 
ber 27,  written  in  behalf  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate,  enclosing 
copy  of  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  December  IG,  "relative  to  the  practice  of 
appointing  officers  to  fill  vacancies  which  have  not  occurred  during  the  recess 
of  Congress,"  (Senate,)  and  asking  "  how  far  such  practice  has  prevailed,  if  at 
all,  in  your  (my)  department  of  the  government,  and  whether  any  of  the  present 
incumbents  hold  by  such  appointments." 

I  believe  that  the  recital  in  the  Senate's  resolution,  that  the  practice  of  making 
such  appointments  has,  to  some  extent,  prevailed,  is  strictly  true.  As  far  as 
my  knowledge  goes,  it  began  as  far  back  as  (if  not  before)  President  Monroe's 
time.  There  are  fewer  instances  of  the  exercise  of  the  power  in  this  depart- 
ment than  in  any  other ;  only,  I  suppose,  because  there  are  much  fewer  officers 
registered  in  this  department  than  in  any  other. 

I  have  caused  search  to  be  made  in  the  archives  of  this  office,  and  do  not  find 
(and  do  not  believe)  that  "  any  of  the  present  incumbents  hold  by  such  appoint- 
ments." If  there  be  any  such  one,  it  is  an  accidental  omission,  unknown 
to  me.  » 

The  latest  instance  of  such  an  appointment,  connected  with  this  department, 
is  that  of  Mr.  Justice  Davis,  of  the  Supreme  Court.  But  he  does  not  hold  by 
that  appointment ;  for  as  soon  as  the  Senate  convened,  and  before  he  took  his 
seat  upon  the  supreme  bench,  he  was  nominated  by  the  President,  confirmed 
by  the  Senate,  and  commissioned  in  due  form  of  law.  Of  course,  he  holds  hia 
office  now  by  that  permanent  and  perfect  title. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

EDW.  BATES. 

Hon  Senator  Howard,  6[c,t  4^>>  4^. 


Department  of  State, 

Washington,  January  12,  1863. 
Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  27th 
ultimo,  enclosing  a  copy  of  a  resolution  of  the  Senate,  making  inquiry  whether 
the  practice  "  of  appointing  officers  to  fill  vacancies  which  have  not  occurred 
during  the  recess  of  Congress,  but  which  existed  at  the  preceding  session  of 
CongreaSf  is  in  accordance  with  the  Constitution,  and  if  not,  what  remedy  shall 
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be  applied."     In  answer,  I  have  the  honor  to  enclose  herewith  a  list  of  the 
Dames  of  the  persons  so  appointed,  showing,  ali^o,  whether  they  now  hold  office. 

In  regard  to  some  of  these  appointments,  the  offices  were  newlj  created  hy 
Congress,  and  required  special  qualifications  to  fill  them.  There  was  not  time 
enoogh  for  the  proper  consideration  of  the  subject  before  the  adjournment  of 
the  Senate.  As  to  others,  the  compensation  was  in  the  shape  of  fees  only, 
which  inducement  was  not  such  as  to  invite  applications  for  the  offices.  They 
were,  consequently,  filled  as  soon  as  proper  persons  could  be  found  to  accept 
them.  This  course  has  been  adopted  in  all  cases  when  the  public  interests 
seemed  to  require  it.  In  regard  to  the  ponstitutionality  of  this  course,  I  would 
respectfully  refer  you  to  the  opinions  of  the  Attorney  General,  vol.  7,  p.  223. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

WILLIAM  H.  SEWARD. 

Hon.  J.  M.  Howard, 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary ^  Senate. 


[Enclosed  in  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  ^t«lte.] 

H.  G.  Wells,  minister  resident,  Honduras,  not  in  office. 
WUliam  Stickney,  secretary  of  legation,  Lima,  not  in  office. 
Green  Clay,  secretary  of  legation,  St.  Petersburg,  now  secretary'  of  legation 
at  Turin. 

William  H.  Wallace,  governor  of  Washington  Tenritory,  not  in  office. 

Cephas  Brainerd,  arbitrator  under  recent  slave  trade  treaty,  at  New  York,  still 
holds  the  office. 

William  L.  Avery,  arbitrator  under  recent  slave  trade  treaty,  at  Cape  Town, 
now  holds  the  office. 

T.  R.  Hibbard,  arbitrator  under  recent  slave  trade  treaty,  at  Sierra  Leone, 
now  holds  the  office. 

Amasa  Mason,  consul,  Guayaquil,  not  in  office. 

James  H.  Coulter,  consul,  Montevideo,  not  in  office. 

Thomas  Foster,  consul,  Tahiti,  not  in  office. 

Peter  Lott,  consul,  Tehuantepec,  deceased. 

W.  M.  Weaver,  consul,  La  Paz,  not  in  office. 

N.  L.  Wilson,  consul.  La  Union,  now  holds  the  office. 

R.  C.  M.  Hoyt,  consul,  Minatitlan,  now  holds  the  office. 

W.  J.  Stillman,  consul,  Rome,  now  holds  the  office. 

Isaac  Piatt,  consul,  Candia,  not  in  office. 

William  Moran,  consul,  St.  Helena,  not  in  office. 

John  de  la  Montagnie,  consul.  Nantes,  now  holds  the  office. 

Thomas  H.  Dudley,  consul,  Liverpool,  now  holds  the  office. 

J.  P.  M.  Epping,  consul,  Gottenburg,  now  holds  the  office. 

James  Lesley,  jr.,  consul,  Nice,  not  in  office. 

Samuel  A.  Purviance,  consul  general,  Calcutta,  not  in  office. 

William  Moran,  jr.,  consul,  Bayonne,  not  in  office. 

Thomas  Fitnam,  consul,  Gaspt^  Basin,  now  holds  the  office. 

Edward  Harte,  consul,  Macao,  deceased. 

Ladislaus  Ujhazi,  consul,  Ancona,  now  holds  the  office. 

William  W.  Murphy,  consul,  Brunswick,  now  holds  the  office. 

F.  Wippermann,  consul,  Galatza,  now  holds  the  office. 

Ingersoll  Lockwood,  consul,  Hanover,  now  holds  the  office. 
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Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  January  22,  1S63. 

Sir  :  On  the  27th  ultimo  you  enclosed  to  this  department  a  copy  of  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  by  the  Senate  on  the  16th,  instructing  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary "  to  inquire  whether  the  practice  which,  to  some  extent,  prevails  in  some 
of  the  departments  of  government  of  appointing  officers  to  fill  vacancies  which 
have  not  occurred  during  the  recess  of  Congress  is  in  accordance  with  the  Con- 
stitution, and  if  not,  what  remedy  shall  be  applied,"  and  requesting  to  be  in- 
formed how  far  such  practice  has  prevailed,  if  at  all,  in  this  department ;  and 
whether  any  of  the  present  incumbents  hold  by  such  appointments,  and  if  so, 
what  are  the  offices  they  occupy. 

Your  communication  was  received  by  my  predecessor,  just  as  he  was  about  re- 
tiring from  the  department,  and  was  not  observed  by  me  until  to-day.     I  hasten 
to  inform  you  that  no  appointments  of  the  character  in  question  appear  to  have 
been  made  from  this  department,  so  far  as  I  can  ascertain. 
With  much  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  P.  USHER, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
Hon.  J.  M.  Howard, 

Of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  Senate  United  States. 


Treasury  Department,  January  22,  1863. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  27th 
ultimo,  enclosing  "  a  copy  of  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  16th  December, 
relative  to  the  practice  of  appointing  officers  to  fill  vacancies  which  have  not 
occurred  during  the  recess  of  Congress,  (Senate,)  and  instructing  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  to  inquire,"  &c. 

The  committee  desire  to  be  informed  how  far  such  practice  has  prevailed,  if 
at  all,  in  this  department  of  the  government,  and  whether  any  of  the  present 
incumbents  hold  by  such  appointment,  and  if  so,  what  are  the  offices  they  oc- 
cupy. 

The  office  of  surveyor  at  Memphis,  Tennessee,  was  vacant  during  the  last 
session  of  the  Senate,  and  filled  November  20,  1862,  by  the  appointment  of 
Renel  Hough.  This  appointment,  however,  as  surveyor  was  erroneous,  and  I 
directed  his  conmiission  to  be  vacated,  and  that  he  be  appointed  a  special  agent, 
to  act  as  surveyor  under  the  authority  contained  in  the  5th  section  of  the  act, 
approved  July  14,  1862,  entitled  "  An  act  to  further  provide  for  the  collection 
of  the  revenue  upon  the  northern,  northeastern,  and  northwestern  frontier,  and 
for  other  purposes." 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully, 

S.  P.  CHASE, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Hon.  J.  M.  Howard, 

Judiciary  Committee,  United  States  Senate. 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  ]  Rep.  Com. 

M  Session.       \  I     No.  81. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Febhuart  4,  1863.— Ordered  to  l)e  printed. 


Mr.  Rice,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT. 

[Fo  accompany  BiU  8.  No.  496.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  have  had  under  consideration 
the  memorial  and  joint  resolutions  of  the  corporation  of  the  city  of 
Washington  relative  to  a  railroad  from  the  waters  of  the  Chesapeake 
to  Washington  and  thence,  by  the  way  of  the  Point  of  Rocks,  to 
Hagerstown;  also  a  connecting  link  of  road  between  Cumberland  and 
Connellsville — this  latter  forming  with  the  first-named  roads  and  the 
intermediate  road  a  line  which  shortens  the  distance  between  the 
capital  and  Pittsburg,  as  well  as  to  all  points  west,  one  hundred  and 
ten  miles,  as  shown  by  accompanying  map. 

The  memorial  sets  forth  the  condition  of  Washington  to  the  sur- 
rounding loyal  States,  its  almost  helplessness  of  position  because  of 
its  dependence  upon  only  one  railroad,  and  points  to  the  fact  that 
**the  capital  of  no  Other  great  nation  in  the  civilized  world  is  so 
Dearly  isolated  from  its  sources  of  reliance;  London  having  ten  rail- 
roads extending  outward  as  means  of  support  and  military  protection, 
Paris  seven,  Berlin  five,  Vienna  four;  and  Richmond,  the  rebel 
capital,  has  five,  and  these  have  been  extended  under  the  pressure 
of  a  defensive  war,  and  without  one  tithe  of  the  vast  resources  of  our 
legitimate  government.  By  means  of  these  railroads  the  rebels  were 
recently  able  to  concentrate  their  troops  in  that  city,  and  hurl  them 
in  vast  numbers  upon  our  beleaguering  array.'' 

The  memorial  urges  that  the  safety  of  the  capital,  the  protection  of 
the  archives,  the  means  of  subsistence  of  the  army  and  of  the  citizens, 
and  the  true  economy  of  government,  require  additional  railroads  ; 
and  that  nothing  can  contribute  more  to  either  of  these  ends  than 
the  construction  of  roads  to  Harper's  Perry  and  the  Chesapeake  bay. 
It  says:  ''These  facts  attest  it:  The  distance  from  Washington  to 
Harper's  Perry  will  be  reduced  fifty-one  miles.  Had  this  load  been 
made,  the  first  battle  of  Bull  Run  would  have  been  our  victory;  the 
massacre  at  Ball's  Bluff  could  not  have  occurred;  the  retreat  of 
Banks,  and  consequent  loss  of  quartermaster's  and  commissary's 
stores  and  munitions  at  Martinsburg,  wohld  not  have  taken  place; 
the  rebel  army  could  not  have  crossed  into  Maryland;  Harper' s  Ferry 
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would  not  have  surrendered ;  the  recent  raid  into  Pennsylvania  would 
not  have  been  conceived  or  carried  out;  for  the  simple  reason  that 
this  single  road  of  forty  miles  could,  in  each  instance,  have  trans- 
ported all  the  requisite  forces  to  aid  or  repel  in  the  short  time  of  one 
and  a  half  hour.  For  want  of  it,  the  Union  arms,  in  most  of  the 
cases,  have  been  disgraced,  the  federal  treasury  has  lost  more  than 
ten  times  its  cost  of  construction,  and  the  wastage  of  money  for  its 
want  is  continuing  to  a  fearful  extent.''  And  in  evidence  of  this,  it 
gives  a  detailed  statement  of  the  transport  of  troops,  munitions,  &c., 
showing  that  the  excess  of  prices  and  distance  causes  an  expenditure 
at  the  rate  of  three  million  three  hundred  and  fifty-five  thousand 
dollars  per  year  beyond  what  the  same  transportation  could  be  done 
for  if  these  roads  were  in  use. 

The  earnestness  of  the  memorial,  the  facts  it  sets  forth,  the  high 
and  respectable  source  from  which  it  emanates,  has  entitled  it  to  the 
most  serious  consideration  of  the  committee,  and  they  cannot  but 
concur  in  views  which  are  so  clearly  patriotic,  and  in  aiding  a  result 
which  will  prove  so  beneficial  to  the  nation. 

A  railroad  of  not  over  twenty-five  miles  from  the  deep  water  of  the 
Chesapeake  in  a  direct  line  to  Washington,  would  enable  supplies, 
materials,  men,  and  munitions  of  war,  to  be  shipped  from  any  port  of 
the  Atlantic  States  to,  and  be  delivered  at,  Washington,  at  greatly  re- 
duced rates  for  transportation. 

It  now  coats  the  government  to  bring  freight  of  first  class  from 
Boston  to  Washington,  $15  50  per  ton  ;  from  New  York,  $7  68  per 
ton  ;  from  Philadelphia,  $4  64  per  ton.  The  same  freight,  if  sent  by 
water,  and  over  this  short  Chesapeake  road  to  Washington,  would  cost 
from  Boston,  $4  50  per  ton;  from  New  York,  $3  75  per  ton.  If,  for 
greater  speed,  steam  should  be  used,  this  rate  would  be  increased 
from  Boston  to  $7  50  per  ton;  from  New  York,  $6  per  ton. 

The  rivers  which  flow  into  Long  Island  sound  form,  with  that  sound, 
the  harbor  of  New  York,  Raritan  bay,  the  Delaware  and  Raritan 
canal,  the  Delaware  river,  the  Chesapeake  and  Delaware  canal,  and 
the  Chesapeake  bay,  a  continuous  inland  water  facility  from  the  in- 
terior of  the  extreme  New  England  States  to  this  Chesapeake  and 
Washington  road;  and  once  made,  we  shall  doubtless  see  propeller 
vessels  placed  upon  the  line,  from  all  points  upon  these  interior  waters 
having  business  relations  with  Washington. 

How  far  such  lines  would  conduce  to  the  economical  use  of  the 
government  may  be  ascertained  by  the  following  comparison: 

It  is  stated  that  the  movement  of  troops  has  been  an  average  of 
30,000  per  month,  and  that  freight  has  reached  as  high  as  1,500  tons 
daily. 

This  is  below  the  actual  number  of  men;  for,  as  nearly  as  can  be 
ascertained,  750,000  have  been  carried  over  the  railroads  within  12 
months.     This  is  counting  each  way. 
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Assaming  New  York  as  the  initial  point,  the  expendi- 
ture for  railroad  transportation  has,  on  troops  alone, 
been  about $3,750,000 

If  to  this  the  whole  freight  transportation  is  added,  be- 
tween the  same  points,  it  amounts  to 4, 137,200 

Total 7,887,200 


It  is  not  probable  that  the  whole,  or  nearly  the  whole,  of  this 
freight  came  over  this  entire  distance;  but  it  will  not  alter  the  pro- 
portion  of  expense  if  we  assume  the  same  quantity  to  come  by  the 
other  or  interior  water  route. 

By  a  steam  line  through  the  bay,  the  canal,  and  river  route — each 
steamer  towing  the  requisite  barges — troops  could  be  transported 
from  New  York,  in  forty-eight  hours,  to  Washington,  with  more  com- 
fort to  themselves  and  less  exposure. 

Freight  could  also,  in  the  same  time  of  forty-eight  hours,  be  carried 
between  the  same  points;  and  for  the  foregoing  number  of  troops  and 
quantity  of  freight  the  transportation  would  be — 

750,000  troops $1,312,500 

1,500  tons  freight  daily  for  12  months 2,430,000 

Total 3,742,500 

or  a  saving,  if  these  quantities  were  actually  carried,  of  $4,144,700, 
or  in  proportion  to  that  upon  all  troops  and  articles  of  freight  which 
should  be  sent  by  such  a  new  and  valuable  mode  of  conveyance. 

The  closing  of  the  Potomac  river  by  ice  is  no  unusual  occurrence, 
and  hence  this  road,  direct  to  the  waters  of  the  Chesapeake,  for  this 
reason  and  for  rapid  and  economical  means  of  transport  under  exist- 
ing circumstances,  and  to  guard  future  contingencies,  may  well  be 
deemed  a  military  necessity. 

The  extension  of  the  railroad  westward,  by  the  Point  of  Rocks  to 
Hagerstown,  and  the  connecting  link  from  Cumberland  to  Connells- 
ville,  add  vastly  to  the  resources  of  Washington — the  first  giving 
access  to  the  defences  of  the  valley  of  Virginia  by  the  short  distance 
of  forty  miles ;  the  second  opening  the  route  through  the  Cumber- 
land valley  into  Pennsylvania,  and  thence  by  Harrisburg  to  the  city 
of  New  York,  and  also  in  a  direct  line  northward  to  the  lakes ;  the 
tbird  making  a  complete  through  line  to  Pittsburg,  more  than  one 
hundred  miles  shorter  than  any  existing  railroad  route.  This  con- 
nected line  would  save  time  and  heavy  expense  upon  all  troops  and 
supplies  for  the  government,  whether  eastward  or  westward  ;  and  in 
view  of  a  prolongation  of  the  war,  or  of  foreign  wars,  these  roads 
may  be  regarded  also  as  military  necessities. 

It  is  an  important  consideration  that  this  line  from  Washington  to 
Pittsburg  will  form  the  shortest  and  most  direct  connexion  with  the 
great  Pacific  railroad,  already  provided  for  by  Congress. 
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The  aid  asked  for  requires  no  expenditure  by  government,  nor 
does  it  seem  that  there  is  even  a  risk  of  any  ultimate  loss  or  pay- 
ment by  it  to  secure  the  construction.  A  simple  guarantee  of  the 
bonds  of  the  company,  for  which  they  pledge  their  road,  rolling 
stock,  and  real  estate  to  an  amount  greatly  beyond  the  bonds  guar- 
anteed, with  a  portion  of  their  revenue  sufficiently  large  to  form  a 
sinking  fund  for  liquidating  the  bonds  within  their  term,  is  all  the 
aid  called  for. 


;7th  Conoress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eep.  Com. 

3d  Session.       J  1     No.  82. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


February  9,  1863.-~Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Lane,  of  Indiana,  made  the  following 

KEPOKT. 

[To  accompany  bill  8.  No.  609.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  the  Militia,  having  had  under 
consideration  the  suhject  of  organizing  the  signal  corps  of  the  army, 
report  /or  that  purpose  the  accompanying  bill,  (H.  B,  352,)  and  re- 
commend that  it  may  be  passed. 

This  bill,  presented  as  an  amendment,  and  by  way  of  substitution 
for  H.  R.  352,  passed  unanimously  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
April  16,  1862,  provides  for  a  force  less  in  number  than  that  con- 
templated in  that  bill.  This  is  done  after  full  consultation  with  the 
signal  officer  of  the  army,  and  with  the  experience  in  management 
of  the  force  in  the  field  for  eighteen  months  past.   , 

The  object  of  the  bill  is  to  organize,  for  the  term  of  the  war,  for 
its  more  perfect  instruction,  discipline,  and  management,  the  force 
now  known  and  serving  as  the  acting  signal  corps  of  the  army,  but 
which  is  made  up  of  officers  and  men  temporarily  detached  from  regi- 
ments, and  serving  under  circumstances  unjust  to  them  ;  and,  at  the 
same  tim^,  preventing  the  most  skilful  and  thorough  discharge  of 
their  duty. 

This  contemplated  organization  is  temporary,  and  closes  with  the 
rebellion. 

The  rebel  congress  has,  by  two  acts,  organized  the  signal  service 
of  the  rebel  army. 

To  compete  with  this,  the  United  States  have  no  force  organized 
by  law. 

An  acting  signal  corps  has  now  been  serving  for  eighteen  months, 
and  some  organization  of  this  corps  is  indispensable.  This  bill  pro- 
vides for  one  chief  signal  officer,  a  colonel,  one  lieutenant  colonel, 
two  majors  ;  and  for  each  army  corps  or  military  department,  one 
captain,  not  more  than  eight  lieutenants,  and  in  the  proportion  of 
one  sergeant  and  six  privates  for  each  officer.  But  no  officer  or  en- 
isled ma  n  can  serve  in  this  corps  until  he  shall  have  been  examined 
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and  approved  by  a  board  to  be  convened  for  that  purpose  by  the 
Secretary  of  War.  The  oflScers  to  be  appointed  by  the  President, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  provides  for  two  clerks  in  the  oflSce  of  the  signal  officer. 
The  large  amount  of  property  now  in  the  hands  of  signal  officers, 
and  the  appropriation  of  the  present  session,  render  their  services 
necessary. 

The  corps  cannot  be  organized  more  economically  and  efficiently 
than  by  this  bill. 

In  no  case  can  the  number  of  officers  to  be  appointed  for  an  army 
corps,  say  twenty  thousand  men,  exceed  one  captain  and  eight 
lieutenants. 

If  such  be  the  rule  of  the  President,  there  need  be  but  a  single 
captain  for  an  army  corps. 

The  field  officers  for  the  whole  army  of  the  United  States  are  only 
four  in  number. 

The  expenses  for,  and  losses  of  property,  will  be  greater  without 
than  with  its  passage. 

The  expense  to  the  United  States  for  pay  of  officers  will  be  about 
the  same,  whether  this  bill  does  or  does  not  become  a  law. 

There  are  now,  and  have  been  for  many  months,  on  duty,  but 
temporarily  and  not  thoroughly  organized,  the  number  of  officers 
probably  to  be  provided  for  by  this  bill. 

On  signal  duty,  November  10,  1862:  Captains,  19;  lieutenants,  127; 
enlisted  men,  448. 

This  force  since  increased. 

It  is  intended  these  officers  and  men  shall  remain  on  this  duty. 
They  are  now  compelled  to  serve  upon  it. 

They  have  served  faithfully,  and  often  gallantly. 

The  casualties  in  the  field  have  been  :  One  wounded  at  battle  of 
Winchester;  one  stricken  senseless  by  a  shell  at  Yorktown,  Virginia; 
one  killed  on  gunboat  Mound  City  at  Fort  St.  Charles,  Arkansas; 
one  killed  during  bombardment  at  Harrison's  Landing,  Virginia;  one 
wounded  at  Harrisoa's  Landing,  Virginia;  two  wounded  and  three 
killed,  of  six  men  accompanying  the  signal  officer,  at  battle  of  Ral- 
ston's  mill.  North  Carolina;  one  captured  at  Petersburg,  Virginia; 
two  at  Sugar  Loaf  mountain,  Maryland;  two  at  Fairview,  Maryland; 
one  at  the  mouth  of  Battle  creek,  Alabama;  three  at  Murfreesboro*, 
Tennessee. 

The  private  soldiers  serving  in  this  corps  for  now  a  year  and  a  half 
have  not  had  open  to  them  even  the  grade  of  a  corporal. 

The  officers  are  shut  out  from  legitimate  and  just  promotion. 

While  thus  held  and  serving,  and  without  reward,  the  consolida- 
tion of  regiments,  and  the  expiration  of  the  terms  of  service,  will 
deprive  many  of  the  most  skilful  of  their  commissions. 

The  service  everywhere  has  been  more  expensive  and  less  efficient 
than  it  would  be  if  organized. 

If  this  duty  is  not  to  be  recognized,  and  those  upon  it  are  to  have 
no  legitimate  promotion,  every  officer  and  man  kept  on  it  is  virtually 
degraded.     This  is  ungenerous  and  unjust. 
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It  is  impossible  to  instruct,  discipliDe,  and  control,  without  legal 
organization,  a  body  of  troops  of  this  size,  of  which  the  members 
feel  its  duties  may  be  only  temporary,  and  in  which  neither  their 
interests  nor  their  responsibility  are  permanent. 

The  signal  corps,  in  the  field  from  the  beginning  of  this  rebellion, 
and  taking  some  part  in  forty-seven  different  battles  and  expeditions, 
has  won,  by  the  good  conduct  and  gallantry  of  its  members  and  their 
valuable  services,  the  honorable  and  commendatory  notice  of  many 
distinguished  generals  and  naval  officers.  On  many  occasions  the  as- 
sistance it  has  rendered  could  have  been  given  in  no  other  manner, 
and  has  tended  effectually  to  favorable  results  to  our  arms. 

The  Secretary  of  War,  in  his  annual  report,  says  :  *'The  report  of 
Major  Myer,  of  the  signal  corps,  deserves  your  attention.  The  service 
of  this  corps  to  armies  in  the  field,  and  for  many  military  and  naval 
purposes,  is  highly  estimated.  At  present,  it  is  without  distinct  or- 
ganization, and  is  made  up  of  officers  detailed  from  other  branches 
of  the  service.     A  separate  organization  is  recommended. 

*To  THE  President  :" 

The  committee  cannot  too  strongly  urge  the  speedy  passage  of  this 
bill  ;  satisfied  as  they  are  that  the  services  of  the  signal  corps,  in  this 
rebellion,  have  been  most  valuable,  and  that  its  organization  is  both 
necessary  and  just. 

The  project  of  this  bill  was  submitted,  by  the  signal  oflScer  of  the 
army,  to  prominent  generals  for  their  views,  and  received  these  in- 
dorsements; which,  with  the  accompanying  letters,  were,  by  authority 
of  the  Secretary  of  War,  laid  before  the  committee. 


Indorsements  on  plan  of  a  hUl  to  organize  a  signal  corps  to  serve  during 

the  existing  war. 

**  Headquarters  of  the  Army, 

'*  Washington^  January  6,  1863. 

*'I  have  never  used  the  signal  corps  in  the  field  and  have  never 
seen  the  operations  of  the  system.  I  therefore  have  not  such  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  its  importance  as  to  enable  me  to  give  an  opinion. 
"Relying,  however,  upon  the  opinion  of  the  officers  who  have 
employed  signal  officers  in  the  field,  I  respectfully  recommend  an 
increase  of  the  corps. 

*'H.  W.  HALLECK, 

"  Oeneral-in-Chi^,^^ 

**New  York,  January  17,  1863. 
*'The  operations  of  the  signal  department  during  the  campaigns 
under  my  charge,  have  been  so  fruitful  in  results,  imperfectly  organ- 
ized as  the  department,  under  existing  laws,  has  been,  as  to  promise, 
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under  more  favorable  circumstances,  in  respect  to  the  organization 
and  development  of  the  corps,  a  very  advanced  degree  of  usefulness. 

**  There  is  no  limit  to  the  advantage  to  be  derived  from  the  rapid 
collection  and  transmission  of  intelligence  of  the  enemy's  movements 
in  a  campaign  or  on  the  field  of  battle,  or  the  ability  to  communicate 
orders  with  rapidity  and  accuracy. 

'*  A  quick  apprehension  of  objects,  good  judgment,  superior  intel- 
ligence, and  some  military  knowledge,  or  at  least  the  aptitude  to 
acquire  it,  are  indispenable  requisites  to  the  forming  a  good  signal 
officer. 

**  With  selected  material,  this  branch  of  the  military  service  may 
be  developed  to  an  extent  not  now,  perhaps,  foreseen,  with  important 
gain  to  the  public  service. 

*'The  officers  now  in  the  corps  deserve  a  permanent  status  as  a 
reward  for  faithful,  intelligent,  and  gallant  services. 

**  The  project  of  the  bill  is  good  in  itself,  and  I  hope  it  will  become 
a  law 

**GEO.  B.  McCLELLAN, 
^^  Major  General  United  States  Army. ^^ 

**  Would  suggest  one  addition  to  the  3d  section,  which  is,  in  case 
the  signal  corps  should  be  recruited  by  transfer  from  the  regiments, 
that  the  consent  of  the  commanding  officer  of  them  he  first  obtained. 
**In  other  respects  approved. 

;*  JOSEPH  HOOKER, 
^^  Major  General  C.  G.  Division.^ ^ 


Hbadquartrrs  Army  of  the  Potomac, 
Camp  near  Falmotilh,  Virginia,  January  27,  1863. 
I  would  respectfully,  recommend  that  the  signal  corps  have  a  separate  organi- 
zation, and  that  the  vacancies  caused  by  officers  and  men  detached  from  their 
commands  on  that  duty  he  filled.     With  regard  to  the  details  of  the  organiza- 
tion as  to  pay,  numbers,  &c.,  I  cannot  give  any  opinion. 

D.  N.  COUCH, 
Major  General  United  States  Army. 

I  concur  fully  in  the  above  opinions  of  Major  General  Couch. 

DANIEL  BUTTERFIELD, 

Brigadier  General  of  Volunteers. 

I  cheerfully  recommend  the  passage  of  a  hill  containing  the  within  enactment. 

A.  E.  BURNSIDE, 

Major  General, 

I  know  no  objections  to  the  passage  of  the  bill  making  the  within  organiza- 
tion for  the  existing  war,  and  I  believe  that  its  passage  will  be  conducive  to  the 
interests  of  the  service. 

A.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Major  General  Commanding  Left  Army  of  Potomac. . 
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Headquarters  Twelfth  Corps, 

January  25,  1863. 

1  most  cordially  approve  the  pro\asion8  of  the  enclosed  bill. 

H.  W.  SLOCUM, 
Major  General  Commanding. 


[Extract.] 
Letters  and  reports  from  officers  commanding  land  and  naval  forces. 

Headquarters  Second  Brigade  Engineer  Corps, 

Beaufort  J  South  Carolina,  January  3,  1862. 

Sib:  ♦  •  ♦  •  ♦  ♦  ♦  • 

Now  the  signals  came  most  beautifully  and  effectively  into  use.  All  the  com- 
mands bore  the  flag  which  had  been  agreed  upon,  viz :  a  ground  of  white  and 
blue.  The  signal  oflicer,  Lieutenant  Tafft,  was  with  the  skiimishers,  communi- 
cating constantly  with  his  colleague,  Lieutenant  Cogswell,  on  board  the  Ottawa. 
The  concert  of  action  thus  established  was  absolutely  perfect. 

•  •#•  ###  ## 

Moreover,  this  is  the  first  occasion  the  system  of  signals,  invented  by  Major 
Myer  has  been  tested  in  actual  battle.  I  claim  for  the  signal  officers  of  my  staff, 
Lieutenants  Taffl  and  Cogswell,  the  merit  of  showing  the  code  to  be  a  perfect 
success,  and  myself  the  good  fortune  of  commanding  on  the  occasion. 

Says  Lieutenant  Cogswell,  who  was  on  board  the  Ottawa :  "  Permit  me,  be- 
fore closing,  to  call  your  attention  to  the  able  and  efficient  manner  in  which 
Lieutenant  Tafft  managed  the  signals  on  shore.  During  the  whole  march  from 
AdauLs's  Landing  to  the  ferry  he  so  managed  it  that  only  for  a  few  minutes  was 
he  BO  situated  that  he  could  not  instantly  open  communication,  though  in  order 
to  accomplish  this  he  was  frequently  exposed  to  the  direct  fire  of  the  enemy." 

•  •#•••  #•  • 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ISAAC  I.  STEVENS, 
Brigadier  General  Commanding  Land  Forces^ 
Capt.  L.  H.  Pelouze, 

Acting  Asst,  Adft  Gen%  Engineer  Corps,  Port  Royal,  S,  C, 

Adjutant  General's  Office, 

January  21,  1862. 
Official. 

E.  D.  TOWNSENl), 

Assistant  Adjutant  General, 


United  States  Gunboat  Maratanza, 

Acquia  Creek,  September  5,  1862. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  beg  you  to  accept  my  thanks  for  the  assistance  you  have  ren- 
dered on  board  this  vessel  as  signal  officer.  The  rapidity  and  correctness  of 
your  code  of  signals  is,  in  my  opinion,  admirable,  and  I  should  be  pleased  to  see 
some  such  introduced  in  the  naval  service. 

With  my  best  wishes,  I  remain,  very  truly,  yours, 

G.  H.  SCOTT,  Commander. 
Lieutenant  Paul  Babcock,  Jr., 

Acting  Signal  Officer, 
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[Extract  from  report  of  Major  General  .lohn  Pope,  in  reference  to  operations  of  signal 
corps  during  the  progress  of  the  Virginia  campaign.] 

General:  ♦♦•♦••* 

The  detachment  of  the  signal  corps  with  the  various  anny  corps  rendered 
most  important  service,  and  I  cannot  speak  too  highly  of  the  value  of  that 
corps,  and  of  the  important  information  which  from  time  to  time  they  commu- 
nicated to  me.  They  were  many  times  in  positions  of  extreme  danger  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duties. 

I  am,  general,  respectfully,  your  ohedient  servant, 

JNO.  POPE, 
Major  General, 
Brigadier  General  G.  W.  Cullum, 

Chief  of  Staff  and  of  Engineers t  Headquarters  of  the  Army, 


Headquarters  Fourth  Army  Corps, 
Office  of  the  Commanding  General,  Yorktotcn,  Virginia^  January  18, 1863. 

Sir  :  Having  employed  myself  in  bringing  your  plans  for  the  organization  of 
the  signal  corps  before  the  authorities  when  you  first  originated  them,  and  hav- 
ing, from  the  commencement  of  this  war,  been  in  constant  intercourse  with  you 
or  your  officers  on  duty  in  the  field,  I  have  been  always  a  witness  to  the  great 
advantages  of  your  system  of  signals  to  the  service.  I  therefore  cordially 
agree  that  your  corps  of  signal  officers  is  justly  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  a 
separate  organization,  with  rank  and  promotion  as  in  other  corps  of  the  army. 
I  remain,  with  high  respect,  your  most  obedient  servant, 

E.  D.  KEYES, 

Major  General, 
Major  A.  J.  Mver,  United  States  Army, 

Chief  of  Signal  Corps, 


United  States  Steamer  Wachusett, 

West  Point,  York  River,  Fa.,  May  15,  1862. 
Sir  :  Lieutenant  J.  W.  DeFord,  11th  infantry,  Pennsylvania  Reserve  Volun- 
teer Corps,  has  been  army  signal  officer  on  board  this  ship  during  the  operations 
of  the  gunboats  in  York  river,  and  it  affi)rd8  me  much  pleasure  to  ^ay  that  his 
services  have  been  of  great  advantage  to  me  in  managing  the  movements  of  the 
squadron,  and  he  has  been  at  all  times  attentive  and  prompt  in  the  performance 
of  his  duties,  and  particularly  were  his  services  very  valuable  in  the  engage- 
ment between  General  Franklin's  division  and  the  gunboats  and  the  rebel  forces 
near  this  place  on  the  7th  instant. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WILLIAM  SMITH, 
Commanding  United  States  Steamer  Wachusett, 


ORGANIZATION   OF   A    SIGNAL   CORPS. 


Headquarters  Department  of  North  Carolina, 

Roanoke  Island,  March  5,  1862. 

Major  :  By  direction  of  General  Bumside,  I  have  the  honor  to  communicate 
to  you  his  acknowledgment  of  the  very  efficient  service  rendered  hy  the  signal 
corps  under  charge  of  Lieutenant  Fricker. 

Their  rapid  and  accurate  method  of  transmitting  messages  was  found  of  great 
advantage,  and  available  when  no  other  means  could  have  been  used. 
I  am,  major,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

LEWIS  RICHMOND, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General, 
l^Iajor  A.  J.  Myer, 

Signal  Officer,  United  States  Army, 


[Extract.]     • 

United  States  Gunboat  Galena, 

James  River,  July  13,  1862. 

Sir:  I  beg  leave  to  express  my  opinion  of  the  value  of  the  mode  of  signaling 
invented  by  yourself  and  used  in  the  army. 

It  can  be  seen  when  the  navy  signals  cannot,  by  reason  of  calm  weather,  be 
distinguished.  In  misty  weather  it  can  be  read  further,  as  the  motions  of  the 
flag  are  more  visible  than  mere  difference  of  color. 

On  the  30th  of  June  and  1st  of  July,  when  we  were  required  to  cover  the 
flanks  of  the  army  by  firing  upon  an  unseen  enemy,  your  signals  served  to 
direct  the  fire,  and  the  signSs  being  given  with  the  utmost  precision,  I  hope 
our  fire  was  thereby  made  usefiil. 

Your  method  is  no  new  thing  with  me,  since  I  saw  it  used  in  Georgia  between 

Freborn  Cut  and  Wright  river,  across  the  Savannah  river,  at  a  distance  which 

astonished  me,  and  where  navy  signals  could  not  have  been  seen.     For  the  navy 

I  think  your  code  invaluable. 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  RODGERS,  Commander, 


[Extract  ]  * 

General  Orders  No.  20.] 

Headquarters  Depart.ment  of  the  Shenandoah, 

New  Market,  Virginia,  April  21,  18jS2. 
•  #••••• 

II.  The  officers  and  men  of  the  signal  corps.  Lieutenant  W.  W.  Rowley,  com- 
pany F,  28th  New  York  volunteers,  commanding,  by  their  diligence,  bravery, 
and  success,  have  given  proof  of  the  perfect  adaptation  of  their  system  of  signals 
to  every  condition  and  position  of  the  army.  On  the  field  of  battle,  in  the 
thickest  of  the  fight,  they  have  transmitted  orders  with  the  utmost  rapidity  and 
unerring  accuracy.  In  the  pursuit  of  the  enemy,  foremost  in  the  advance,  they 
have  kept  our  commimications  open  on  every  side  by  a  mobilized  telegraph, 
which  shifted  its  position  and  renewed  its  capacity  for  the  transmission  of  intel- 
ligence with  the  momentary  change  of  events. 
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It  18  but  just  to  officers  and  men  to  announce  the  entire  success  of  their  labors, 

and  the  satisfactory  discharge  of  the  very  important  duties  assigned  them. 

•  •••••• 

By  command  of  Major  General  N.  P.  Banks. 

R.  MORRISS  COPELAND. 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 


United  States  Steamer  Cimmerone, 

James  River  Flotilla,  August  2,  1862. 
Sir  :  It  affords  me  great  pleasure  to  certify  to  the  efficiency  of  your  new 
system  of  army  signals.     It  is  the  very  best  I  have  ever  seen,  and  far  sur- 
passes any  other  I  am  acquainted  with  for  compactness  and  great  ease  in  the 
method  of  transmitting  messages ;  also,  its  faculty  of  language  is  greater  than 

any  other  now  in  use.     I  trust  it  will  be  adopted  in  the  naval  service. 

•  •••••••• 

I  make  this  statement,  as  I  think  every  officer  in  the  navy  should  give  his 
experience  regarding  this  system  of  signals,  belie\4ng  through  this  means  it  may 
eventually  be  introduced  on  shipboard. 
Respectfully,  &c., 

MAX  WOODHULL, 
Commander  United  States  Navy, 
Major  A.  J.  Mver,  U.  S.  A., 

Signal  Officer  of  the  Army, 


Headquarters  Army  of  the  Potomac, 

October  15,  1862. 

General  :  The  signal  corps,  under  Major  Myer,  rendered,  during  the  opera- 
tions at  Antietam,  as  well  as  at  South  Mountain,  and  during  the  whole  move- 
ments of  the  army,  efficient  and  valuable  service.  Indeed,  by  its  services  here, 
as  on  other  fields  elsewhere,  this  corps  has  gallantly  earned  its  title  to  an  inde- 
pendent and  permanent  organization. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

G.  B.  McCLELLAN, 


Brigadier  General  L.  Thomas, 

Adjutant  General  United  States  Army, 


Major  General  Commanding, 


[Extract  ] 

United  States  Flag-Ship  Wabash, 
Port  Royal  Harbor,  S,  C,  January  3,  1862. 
gii^.       •  •  •  •  •  •  •••  • 

Lieutenant  Cogswell,  an  acting  signal  officer  of  the  army,  was  directed  to 
report  to  me  for  duty,  and  fnmished  me  with  the  means  of  constantly  commu- 
nicating with  General  Stevens,  with  a  facility  and  rapidity  unknown  to  the 
naval  service.  I  take  this  opportunity  of  recommending  that  the  code  of  signals 
invented  by  Major  Myer  be  at  once  introduced  into  the  navy. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

C.  R.  P.  ROGERS,  Commander, 
Flag-Officer  S.  F.  DuPont, 

Commanding  South  Atlantic  Blockading  Squadron, 
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General  Orders  No.  24.] 

Headquarters  Army  of  Virginia. 

The  major  general  commanding  takes  occasion  to  acknowledge  the  very  val- 
uable services  rendered  by  the  signal  officers  of  this  army,  and  the  parties  under 
their  charge,  during  the  recent  operations  of  this  command  against  the  enemy, 
and  the  engagement  with  them  at  Cedar  Mountain. 

Second  Lieutenant  Joseph  H.  Spencer,  (acting  signal  officer,)  who,  during  this 
period,  was  stationed  on  Thoroughfare  Mountain,  overlooking  the  camp  of  the 
enemy,  was  at  one  time  driven  with  his  party  from  that  post  by  a  regiment  of 
rebel  cavalry,  but  returned  thereto  at  great  personal  risk,  and  re-established  his 
station  within  two  hours  thereafter.  The  information  furnished  by  him  from 
this  station  was  of  an  important  nature,  and  assisted  materially  in  the  prosecu- 
tion of  operations. 

First  Lieutenants  Brooks  and  Adams,  (acting  signal  officers,)  during  the 
entire  action  on  Cedar  Mountain,  were  posted  on  the  battle-field.  First  Lieu- 
tenant E.  C.  Pierce,  (acting  signal  officer,)  stationed  at  Culpepper,  and  First  Lieu- 
tenant Wilson,  (acting  signal  officer,)  by  their  energy  and  universal  attention  to 
duty  during  this  time  in  furnishing  and  receiving  signal  messages,  rendered  val- 
uable service  to  the  major  general  commanding  the  army. 

By  command  of  Major  General  Pope : 

GEO.  D.  RUGGLES, 
Colonelf  A,  A,  General,  and  Chief  of  Staff. 

Official.  MYER  ASCH, 

Captain  and  V,  Aide- de-camp. 


United  States  Steamer  Mahaska, 

December  3,  1862. 
General  :  Having  learned  that  Lieutenant  Andrews,  of  the  signal  corps,  has 
been  detached  from  this  vessel,  I  deem  it  proper  to  state  that  I  consider  the 
presence  of  a  signal  officer  on  board  this  vessel  highly  necessary  for  our  efficient 
co-operation  with  the  army  under  your  command. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be  your  obedient  servant, 

FOXHALL  A.  PARKER, 
Commanding  and  Senior  Officer^  York  River  vicinity. 
Major  General  E.  D.  Keves, 

Commanding  Ath  Corps  United  States  Army. 


[Extract  from  official  report  of  General  I.  I  Stevens,  of  the  battle  of  James  Island,  June 

16,  1862.] 

•  ••••••••• 

My  signal  officers.  Lieutenants  Tafft  and  Howard,  arc  worthy  of  honorable 

mention.  Lieutenant  Taffl  took  his  station  in  an  advanced  and  exposed  part 
of  the  field,  and  kept  constantly  in  communication  with  Lieutenant  Howard,  at 
the  gunboats. 

•  ••••••••• 

The  gunboats  Ellen  and  Hale  came  into  action  at  a  late  hour,  but  by  their 
excellent  range,  obtained  by  the  assistance  of  Signal  Officer  0.  H.  Howard,  who 
bad  been  upon  the  Ellen  for  several  successive  days,  did  very  great  execution 
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among  the  ranks  of  the  enemy.     •     •     •     •     Much  credit  is  due  them  for 
the  precision  with  which  their  fire  was  directed,  at  such  long  range.     •      ♦     • 

I.  I.  STEVENS, 

Brigadier  General. 


[Elxtract  from  General  A.  E.  Burnside's  report  of  battle  at  Newbern,  N.  C] 

Newbern,  North  Carolina, 

March  16,  1862. 

•  ••••••••• 

By  signals  agreed  upon,  the  naval  vessels,  with  the  armed  vessels  of  my  force, 
were  informed  of  our  progress,  and  were  thereby  enabled  to  assist  us  much  in 
our  march  by  shelling  the  road  in  advance.     •     •     •     • 

I  have  the  honor,  general,  to  be  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  E.  BURNSIDE, 
Brigadier  General,  CorrCg  Department  of  North  Carolina. 
General  L.  Thomas, 

Adjutant  General  United  States  Army. 


United  States  Steamer  Yankee, 
Off  Acquia  Creek,  December  21,  1862. 

Mv  Dear  Sir  :  When  I  learned  that  the  portion  of  the  Potomac  flotilla 
under  my  command  in  the  Rappahannock  was  no  longer  needed  there,  I  left 
the  river  on  Friday  last;  and  as  the  communication  with  headquarters  by  the 
road  was  uncertain,  and  transportation  difficult  to  obtain  at  Brisco  mines,  I 
deemed  it  advisable  to  bring  the  signal  officers  you  so  kindly  detailed  for  my 
command  to  this  point,  where  there  is  transportation  by  rail  to  your  camp. 

I  cannot  let  this  opportunity  pass-  without  telling  you  of  how  much  service 
these  gentlemen  (Lieutenants  Paine,  Halsted,  and  Camp)  have  been  to  us  during 
our  stay  in  the  Rappahannock. 

The  code,  without  a  single  exception,  has  worked  admirably,  and  we  have 
used  it  daily  to  keep  up  communication  with  the  different  vessels. 

During  our  engagement  with  the  enemy  I  had  occasion  to  conununicate  by 
the  code  with  my  vessels,  and  notwithstanding  the  heavy  firing  and  smoke, 
there  was  no  failure  to  communicate  promptly  and  correctly. 

Your  kind  letter  of  to-day  is  received.  Although  there  now  exists  no  positive 
necessity  for  any  of  your  corps  remaining  with  me,  an  emergency  might  occur 
when  their  service  would  render  us  effective  aid.  For  instance,  if  the  enemy 
should  make  a  dash  on  the  quartermaster  or  commissary  stores,  or  public 
property  at  this  place,  a  signal  officer  on  shore,  and  one  on  board,  would  enable 
us  to  use  our  guns ;  without  them  we  might  fire  into  our  own  troops.  I  should, 
therefore,  like  to  have  two  or  three  (the  same  party)  if  they  can  be  spared. 

Should  you  require  them,  you  can  telegraph,  and  they  can  go  by  the  next 
train  to  camp. 

If  this  suggestion  meets  with  your  approval,  please  communicate  by  telegraph. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

SAMUEL  MAGAW, 
Lieutenant  Commanding,  ^P^.,  ^c. 

Captain  Samuel  T.  Gushing, 

Chief  Acting  Signal  Officer  Army  of  the  Totomac. 
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Respectfully  forwarded  for  the  information  of  the  chief  signal  officer,  United 
States  army. 

SAMUEL  T.  GUSHING, 
Captain  and  Chief  Acting  Signal  Officer j  Army  of  the  Potomac. 


Headquarters  Second  Brigade,  E.  C.,^ 
Beaufort,  S,  C,  January  3,  1862. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  desire  to  express  my  great  confidence  in  your  code  of  signals, 
from  my  actual  experience  on  the  field  of  battle,  and  to  call  your  attention  to 
the  great  skill  and  merit  of  the  signal  officers  of  my  command,  Lieutenant  Tafft 
and  Lieutenant  Cogswell. 

In  my  official  report  of  the  affair  at  Port  Royal  ferry  on  New  Yeai's  day  I 
have  stated  that  the  signaling  was  a  perfect  success.  It  was,  indeed,  an  extra- 
ordinary success.  So  far  as  I  am  advised,  this  is  the  first  time  it  has  been 
tested  in  actual  battle. 

It  affords  me  the  greater  satisfaction  to  be  able  to  give  this  testimonial  from 
the  circumstance  that  I  had  faith  in  your  code  in  the  beginning,  as  you  will 
well  remember,  and  lent  my  humble  name  in  favor  of  your  appointment  to  your 
present  position. 

Truly,  your  friend, 

ISAAC  I.  STEVENS, 
Brigadier  General  Commanding, 
Major  Albert  J.  Mver, 

Signal  Officer  of  the  Army,  Washington  City, 


t 


Potomac  Flotilla,  Unijed  States  Steamer  Yankee, 

Off  Aquia  Creek,  December  21,  1862. 

Sir  :  On  the  1st  instant  Captain  Cushing,  chief  signal  officer  of  the  army  of 
the  Potomac,  detailed  for  duty  under  my  command  Lieutenants  Paine,  Halsted, 
and  Camp,  and  while  in  the  Rappahannock  the  facility  with  which  they  com- 
municated, and  the  correctness  of  their  communications,  elicited  the  admiration 
of  myself  and  the  officers  of  the  several  gunboats  under  my  command. 

On  the  10th  six  of  our  steamers  were  attacked  by  two  batteries  of  the  enemy 
just  below  Port  Royal,  they  attempting  to  drive  us  down  the  river,  or  from  our 
position.  Amidst  heavy  firing  and  much  smoke  the  signal  officers  conveyed 
constant  and  correct  information  between  myself,  van,  and  rear.  I  take  the 
liberty  of  calling  your  attention,  &c. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be  your  obedient  servant, 

SAMUEL  MAGAW, 
Lieut,  Com'r,  Coming  1st  Dimsion  Potomac  Flotilla, 

Major  A.  J.  Myer, 

CJiief  Signal  Officer  U.  S,  A.,  158  F  street,  Washington,  D,  C, 


United  States  Military  Telegraph. 
To  Adjutant  General  U,  S,  A, : 

Staynes,  Ludwick,  Wood,  and  McNary  are  transferred  (orders  three  hundred 
&Qd  eighty-eight)  from  this  army  to  Memphis.     This  order  breaks  up  my  small 
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sigDol  corps,  which  I  had  just  in  working  trim.     Cannot  believe  it  intended  to 
deprive  this  army  of  signal  corps.  Therefore,  earnestly  ask  order  to  be  rescinded. 

W.  S.  ROSECRANS, 

Major  General. 
Received  December  22,  18^,  from  Nashville. 

Adjutant  General's  Office, 

December  22,  1862. 
RfspectfuUy  referred  to  the  signal  officer. 

E.  D.  TOWNSEND, 
Assistant  Adjutant  General. 

\  Office  of  the  Signal  Officer, 

Washington,  December  23,  1862. 

Upon  the  within  representation  of  Major  General  W.  S.  Rosecrans,  it  is 
requested  that  so  much  of  Special  Order  No.  388,  current  series,  recommended 
by  this  office,  as  relates  to  the  signal  corps  in  the  department  of  the  Cumber- 
land, be  rescinded. 

It  becomes  the  duty  of  the  signal  officer  to  now  state  that  it  is  impossible  for 
him  to  properly  supply  the  many  demands  for  the  services  of  signal  officers 
with  active  armies,  and  to  urge  upon  the  honorable  Secretary  of  War  the  pro- 
priety of  recoonnending  immediate  legislation  for  the  organization  of  the  corps. 

ALBERT  J.  MYER, 
Signul  Officer  of  the  Army. 


Headquarters  of  the  Army, 
Adjutant  GeneraVs  Office,  Washington,  January  21,  1862. 

Sir:  I  take  great  pleasure  in  executing  the  instructions  of  the  general-in- 
chief  by  enclosing,  for  your  information,  an  extract  from  the  report  of  Brigadier 
General  1. 1.  Stevens,  commander  of  an  expedition  against  the  enemy's  batteries 
opposite  Port  Royal  island.  South  Carolina,  dated  the  2d  instant,  in  which  your 
system  of  signals  is  very  highly  commended. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

E.  D.  TOWNSEND, 
Assistant  Adjutant  General. 
Major  A.  J.  Mver, 

Signal  Officer  United  States  Army,  Washington,  D.  C. 


Woodstock,  Virginia, 

April  2d,  1862. 

Major:  In  reply  to  your  communication  it  affi)rd8  me  sincere  pleasure  to  be 
able  to  state  that  Lieutenant  W.  W.  Rowley,  acting  signal  officer,  and  his  signal 
corps,  have  been  of  essential  service  to  myself  and  my  command,  previous  to, 
during,  and  since  the  battle  of  Winchester.  They  kept  me  invariably  informed 
of  every  movement  of  the  enemy,  and  thus  enabled  me  to  make  dispositions  to 
counteract  him. 

One  thing  has  struck  me  in  relation  to  this  corps,  and  especially  as  it  regards 
its  chief.  Lieutenant  Rowley.  I  have  never  witnessed  more  fearless  courage  than 
has  been  displayed  by  them  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty ;  such  has  been  the 
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rapidity  and  gallantly  with  which  they  dashed  forward  and  hoisted  their  signals, 
at  points  that  I  still  thought  occupied  by  the  enemy,  that  I  sometimes  mistook 
for  a  moment  their  signals  for  the  flags  of  the  rebels. 

Take  it  all  in  all,  I  consider  this  signal  system  ip  the  hands  of  skilful  and 
resolute  men,  like  those  of  this  corps,  as  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  devices 
for  obtaining  intelligence  of  the  enemy's  movements,  and  for  continuing  our 
own  movements  simultaneous,  that  has  appeared  in  our  age  and  country. 

I  truly  regret  that  I  was  not  better  acquainted  with  its  full  capacity  at  the 
battle  of  Winchester,  for  I  now  think  if  1  had  I  could  have  employed  it  in  a 
manner  to  have  insured  the  entire  destruction  of  the  enemy. 
I  have  th6  honor  to  be  your  obedient  servant, 

JAMES  SHIELDS, 
Commanding  Division, 
Major  R.  Morris  Copelano, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General,  Department  Shenandoah. 


t  Headquarters  18th  Army  Corps, 

.  NewberHf  North  Carolina,  December  31,  1862. 

1  Major  :  It  affords  me  great  pleasure  to  bear  witness  to  the  generally  efficient 

i      and  faithful  performance  of  his  duties  by  Captain  David  A.  Taylor,  chief  acting 

\      signal  officer  in  this  department,  and  especially  during  the  late  march  to  Golds- 

boro*  and  the  action  near  that  place,  where  he  was  constantly  in  the  advance, 

and  was  very  efficient  in  the  selection  of  proper  positions  for  the  artillery,  &c. 

I  remain,  sir,  very  respectfully, 

J.G.FOSTER, 
Major  General  Commanding. 
Major  A.  J.  Mvrr, 

Signal  Officer  United  States  Army. 


Headquarters  5th  Army  Corps, 
White  Plains,  Virginia,  November  7,  1862. 

From  the  moment  Captain  Babcock  and  his  party  joined  me,  near  Sharps- 
borg,  to  the  present  time,  the  party  has  been  actively,  energetically,  and,  in 
many  cases,  perseveringly  engaged  in  opening  communication  with  general 
headquarters  and  other  points  of  observation,  and  has  been  of  the  best  service 
to  me  and  the  corps.  •  *  *  If  it  were  in  the  power  of  the  com- 
manding general  to  provide  signal  parties  at  each  corps  headquai-ters,  the  value 
of  the  system  would  be  more  highly  appreciated  and  their  presence  always 
desired  if  they  work  as  faithfully  and  intelligently  as  Captain  Babcock  and  his 
party.  Their  services  at  the  present  time,  when  there  are  so  many  prominent 
points  of  observation,  are  especially  valuable  in  aiding  communication  with  dif- 
ferent points  of  the  army,  and  inestimable  in  case  of  a  general  action. 

F.  J.  PORTER, 
Major  General  Commanding. 

Indorsement  on  report :  Paul  Babcock,  jr.,  captam  and  acting  signal  officer. 
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Headquarters  Department  of  North  Carolina, 

Newbemt  North  Carolina,  May  2,  1862. 
Your  communication  of  March  27  was  placed  among  my  private  papers,  and 
thereby  escaped  the  prompt  attention  it  should  have  had. 

The  signals  referred  to  in  the  sentence  of  my  report  quoted  in  your  letter, 
were  made  either  by  or  under  the  immediate  direction  of  Lieutenant  Fricker, 
the  chief  of  my  signal  corps,  and  were  of  the  most  efficient  service  in  keeping 
open  communication  with  the  navy. 

The  efficiency  of  his  code  of  signals  has,  I  think,  been  most  fully  established, 
and  is  held  in  high  esteem  by  all  who  have  become  acquainted  with  or  have  seen 
its  operations. 

I  cheerfully  bear  testimony  to  the  invaluable  aid  they  have  been  to  me  in  this 
expedition,  and  do  not  hesitate  to  recommend  the  introduction  of  a  general  sys- 
tem of  tield  signals  throughout  the  army. 

I  will  add  that  at  Roanoke,  Newbem,  and  during  the  siege  of  Fort  Macon, 
by  placing  the  signal  officers  on  the  boats  and  at  difierent  points  on  shore,  I  was 
enabled  to  keep  up  a  constant  communication  with  the  navy. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

A.  E.  BURNSIDE, 
Major  General,  Commanding  Department  of  North  Carolina. 
Major  Albert  J.  Myer, 

Signal  Officer,  United  States  Army, 


The  accompanying  communication  from  Commander  Foxhall  A.  Parker  was 
indorsed  as  follows : 

"Respectfully  referred  to  Major  General  Dix.  Lieutenant  Andrews  has  tele- 
graphed that  he  is  ordered  on  duty  at  Fort  Monroe.  No  orders  to  relieve  him 
from  duty  have  been  received  here.  I  consider  Lieutenant  Andrews's  services 
absolutely  necessaiy  here.  He  has  acted  in  concert  with  Lieutenant  Benson, 
and  has  been  posted  on  the  gunboat.  At  no  place  have  I  seen  greater  necessity 
for  two  signal  officers  than  here. 

"E.  D.  KEYES,  Major  General. 

"December  3,  1862." 


On  Board  United  States  Gunboat  Currituck, 

Upper  Pamunkey  River,  June  17,  1862. 
Lieutenant  George  J.  Clarke,  62d  New  York  State  volunteers,  acting  signal 
officer,  reported  to  me  for  duty  May  7,  1862. 

The  system  of  signals  used  by  him  (Major  A.  J.  Myer's)  has  been  of  great 
service,  working  always  with  invariable  success. 

From  experience  I  am  convinced  that  Major  A.  J.  Myer's  system  of  signals 
is  unequalled  for  simplicity  and  rapidity  of  working. 

WM.  F.  SHANKLAND, 
Acting  Master,  Commanding  United  States  Gunboat  Currituck. 
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Hbadquartbrs  Department  op  the  South, 
Hilton  Heady  Port  Royal,  South  Carolina j  November  22,  1862. 

Major  :  It  affords  me  much  gratification  to  be  able  to  bear  testimony  to  the 
value  and  efficiency  of  the  code  of  signals  introduced  by  you  in  this  army,  as 
also  to  the  zeal  and  ability  of  First  Lieutenant  E.  J.  Keenan  and  the  officers  of 
the  signal  corps  in  this  department  under  my  command. 

I  have  had  opportunities  during  the  late  expeditions  under  my  command  to 
St.  John's  and  Pocptaligo,  especially  when  co-operating  with  naval  forces,  of 
remarking  the  fluency  and  correctness  with  which  even  the  most  comprehensive 
messages  were  conveyed  by  this  admirable  system.  In  the  field,  also,  this  corps 
is  of  great  importance  in  regulating  the  fire  of  artillery  and  insuring  the  accurate 
co-operation  of  troops,  while  the  simplicity  of  the  signal  apparatus  adapts  it  to 
any  position  where  the  least  elevation  can  be  obtained. 

The  signal  corps  in  this  department  is  further  of  great  use  to,  and  conduces 
much  to,  the  safety  of  the  command  in  general,  by  insuring  headquarters  speedy 
communication  with  the  outposts. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  major,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  M.  BRANNAN, 
Brigadier  General,  Commanding  Department, 

Major  A.  J.  Mvbr, 

Signal  Officer,  United  States  serince. 


Beauport,  North  Carolina,  May  11,  1862. 
I  take  great  pleasure  in  acknowledgfing  the  very  efficient  services  rendered 
by  officers  of  the  signal  corps  on  duty  with  the  third  brigade  during  the  action  of 
Itoanoke  and  Newbem,  and  especially  during  the  investment  and  reduction  of 
Fort  Macon. 

JOHN  G.  PARKE, 
Brigadier  General,  Commanding  Third  Division, 


Headquarters  First  Division, 

Newbem,  North  Carolina,  May  18,  1862. 
1  can  bear  full  testimony  to  the  value  of  the  services  of  Lieutenant  Gordon, 
both  as  signal  officer  and  aide-de-camp  to  myself  during  the  whole  time  he  has 
been  serving  on  my  staff. 

At  the  battle  of  Roanoke  island  and  Newbem  he  displayed  marked  bravery 
while  acting  as  my  aid  in  carrying  orders  under  a  very  not  fire. 

While  advancing  towards  Newbem  from  the  place  of  landing  at  Slocum's 
creek.  Lieutenant  Gordon  was  always  in  the  very  advance  with  me,  and  ready 
at  any  moment  to  send  up  rockets,  which  we  used  as  we  advanced  to  inform  the 
fleet  of  our  movements. 

I  make  the  above  full  statement  as  a  simple  act  of  justice  to  a  brave  and  ef- 
ficient man,  who  has  been  of  decided  service  to  me. 

J.  G.  FOSTER, 
Brigadier  General  U»  S,  A.,  Commanding  Division. 
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Flag-Ship  Wachusett,  September  28,  1862. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  cannot  part  with  Lieutenant  Clum  and  his  associates  of  your 
corps  without  expressing  to  you,  and  through  you  to  them,  the  high  opinion  I 
entertain  of  their  character  as  gentlemen  and  officers.  It  will  always  afford  me 
great  pleasure  to  have  them  again  under  my  command  should  circumstances 
make  it  necessary, 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

CHARLES  WILKES,  U.  S.  N., 
Commanding  Potonuic  Flotilla. 
Major  Myer, 

Chief  of  Signal  Corps,  United  States  Army. 


[Extract] 

Official  report  of  General  Wcitzcl  of  battle  of  Georgia  Landing,  L/ouisiana. 

Headquarters  Reserve  Brigade, 
Bayou  Lafourche,  near  Thibodeaux,  La.,  October  29,  1862. 
Major:   •  •  •  •  •  * 

The  signal  corps,  also,  has  been  of  great  service  to  me. 

•  ••••• 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

G.  WEITZEL, 
Brigadier  General  United  States  Volunteers, 

Commafiding  Reserve  Brigade. 
Major  Geo.  C.  Strong,  * 

Assistant  Adjutant  General, 

Department  of  the  Gulf,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana. 


[Extract.] 

Report  of  the  march  of  the  first  division,  fifth  corps  d*armee,from  Strasburg, 
Virginia,  to  TVilliamsport,  Maryland,  on  the  2ith  and  25th  days  of  Mayt 
1862. 

Headquarters  Army  Shenandoah. 

•  ••••• 

The  signal  corps.  Lieutenant  W.  W.  Rowley  commanding,  rendered  most 
valuable  service  on  the  field  and  on  the  march.  There  should  be  some  pro>i- 
sion  for  the  prompt  promotion  of  officers  and  men  so  brave  and  useful  as  those 
composing  this  corps. 


Hon.  E.  M.  Stanton, 

Secretary  of  War. 


N.  P.  BANKS,  Major  General. 
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Headquarters  Middle  Department, 

Baltimore,  Maryland,  April  7,  1862. 
Sir:  It  is  my  desire  to  have  Lieutenant  William  Yambljn,  assistant  signal 
officer,  pennanentiy  assigned  to  this  department,  on  signal  duty.  Nearly  c&  of 
the  old  regiments  have  been  ordered  away,  and  there  are  constantly  arriving 
new  regiments  that  reauire  mstructions.  It  is  my  desire,  therefore,  that  Lieu- 
tenant Yamblyn  shoula  be  assigned  to  the  duty,  as  he  has  given  good  satis&o- 
tion  while  under  my  command  temporarily. 

The  major  general  commanding  suggests  that  it  would  be  advisable  to  have 
one  officer  at  each  of  the  forts,  McHenry,  Federal  Hill,  and  Marshall,  mstructed 
in  the  system  of  field  signals,  so  that  each  post  could  conmiunicate  with  the 
other  in  case  of  need. 
By  request  of  Major  General  Dix. 

Very  respectftiUy,  your  obedient  servant, 

D.  T.  VAN  BUREN, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General. 
Major  A.  J.  Myer, 

Signal  Officer,  United  States  Service, 


Washington,  D,  C,  August  11,  1862. 

Major  :  I  am  directed  by  Brigadier  General  Silas  Casey,  United  States  army, 
to  inform  you  that  acting  signal  officers  First  Lieutenant  Wm.  S.  Stryker,  12th 
Virginia  volunteers.  First  Lieutenant  J.  W.  Hutchinson,  3d  Virginia  volunteers, 
were  of  essential  service  to  General  Casey  in  the  evacuation  of  White  Hoose, 
Virginia,  on  the  28th  June,  1862. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

E.  WALTER  WEST, 
Lieutenant  and  Aide-de-  Campt 
Major  A.  J.  Myer,  United  States  Armyt 

Signal  Officer  Army  of  the  Potomac,  Harrison  Landing,  Va. 


Ordnance  Office,  Navy  Yard, 

Boston,  May  19,  1^. 

Sir  :  I  cheerfully  state  my  convictions  of  the  gieat  utility  of  the  system  of 
flag  communications,  as  practiced  on  board  the  Wachusett,  under  my  command, 
at  York  river,  during  the  past  month  of  April,  in  establishing  and  keeping  up 
in  the  most  satisfactory  manner  the  necessary  intercourse  between  the  army  and 
naval  forces ;  and  that  the  above  services  were  performed  in  the  most  prompt 
and  intelligent  manner  by  yourself  as  senior,  and  your  assistant  associated  with 
you  in  the  duty. 

I  would  conmiend  the  system  in  the  strongest  terms  as  a  military  necessity  of 
the  present  day. 

RespectfttUy,  air,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  S.  MISSROON, 
Commander,  United  States  Navy. 
Lieutenant  J.  W.  Db  Ford, 

Lieutenant  and  Signal  Officer,  United  States  Army. 

Rep.  Com.  82 2 
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United  States  Steamer  Seminole, 

Norfolk t  Virginia,  June  11,  1862. 

Sir  ;  While  the  United  States  steamer  Wachusett,  under  my  command,  was 
operating  in  York  river  in  the  month  of  May  last,  before  and  after  the  evacuation 
of  Yorktown,  Lieutenants  De  Ford  and  Clum,  with  four  privates  of  the  United 
States  army  signal  corps,  were  on  board.  I  found  their  services  very  val- 
uable in  communicating  promptly  with  the  army,  and  also  with  the  vessels  of 
the  flotilla,  on  board  of  which  signal  officers  were  stationed. 

Particularly  on  the  7th  May,  at  Mess  Point,  when  General  Franklin's  divi- 
sion was  attacked  by  the  rebels,  the  services  of  the  signal  officers  were  of  great 
advantage  to  me,  enabling  me  to  communicate  with  the  forces  on  shore  much 
quicker  than  I  could  have  done  by  boats  or  any  other  means  in  my  power. 

From  my  personal  observation,  I  think  that  the  services  of  the  army  signal 
corps  have  been  of  great  value  to  us  in  our  co-operation  with  the  army  in  the 
rivers  of  this  neighborhood. 

W.  SMITH, 
Commander  United  States  Navy, 


United  States  Gunboat  Maratanza, 

James  River,  June  17,  1862. 
My  Dear  Sir  :  I  desire  to  express  to  you  my  thanks  for  the  valuable  as- 
sistance you  have  rendered  while  on  board  this  vessel  as  signal  officer. 

More  particularly  upon  the  occasion  of  the  battle  at  West  Point,  when  Gen- 
eral Franklin's  command  was  attacked  by  an  overwhelming  force,  your  services 
in  this  capacity  call  for  marked  recognition  and  acknowledgment,  as  it  was 
through  your  assistance  I  was  enabled  to  take  up  exactly  the  right  position, 
and  pour  my  fire  into  an  unseen  enemy  with  precision  and  effect,  tending  greatly 
to  his  discomfiture  and  repulse. 

I  hope  the  department  will  speedily  recognize  the  value  of  your  services,  and 
that  the  day  is  not  far  distant  when  some  such  code  as  that  used  so  advantage- 
ously by  the  army  will  be  introduced  into  the  naval  service. 

Wishing  you  full  opportunities  for  usefulness  to  the  country  and  yourself,  I 
remain,  very  truly,  yours, 

*  T.  H.  STEVENS, 

Ldeutenant  Commanding, 
Lieutenant  Paul  Babcock, 

United  States  Signal  Corps. 


Office  of  Commissary  of  Subsistence, 
Headquarters,  Army  of  the  'Potomac,  December  7,  1862. 
Captain  :  It  gives  me  much  pleasure  to  inform  you  that  the  signal  telegraph 
line  from  these  headquarters  to  Belle  Plain  has  been  of  great  service  to  me  in  trans- 
mitting messages  to  and  receiving  them  from  the  subsistence  depot  at  the  latter 
named  place. 
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The  messages  have  been  trangmitted  quickly  and  accurately,  and  I  regard 
1     the  line  as  of  much  importance  to  operations  in  the  field. 
^'-     I  I  am,  captain,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

i.  wt  H.  T.  CLARK, 

QadiHi  I  Colonel,  and  A.  D,  C  and  C.  S. 

Captain  8.  T.  Cushino, 

Chief  Signal  Officer,  Army  of  Potomac. 


.  JXl'JK. 
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Headquarters  Army  of  the  Potomac, 
Office  of  Chief  Quartermaster,  Camp  near  Falmouth,  Va., 

December  8,  1862. 
Captain  :  I  desire  to  thank  you  for  the  very  prompt  manner  in  which  you 
extended  your  field  signal  telegraph  line  from  this  camp  to  Belle  Plain,  and  to  ex- 
press to  you  my  perfect  satisfaction  with  the  great  usefulness  and  accuracy  of 
the  line.  I  have  used  it  daily,  and  have  found  it  a  rapid  and  efficient  mode  of 
communication  with  that  depot. 

It  must  necessarily  be  of  infinite  service  and  importance  to  an  army  in  the 
field,  furnishing,  as  does  the  signal  telegraph,  a  prompt  and  sure  means  of  com- 
munication between  the  diflferent  depots,  corps,  grand  divisions,  and  general 
headquarters. 

1  am,  respectfully,  your  most  obedient  servant, 

RUFUS  INGALLS, 
Lieut,  Colonel,  and  A,  D,  C,  and  Chief  Quartermaster. 
Captain  Gushing, 

Chi^  Signal  Officer,  Army  of  the  Potomac. 


The  reports  of  the  signal  officers,  which  were  also  placed  before 
the  committee,  make  a  record  of  great  interest,  and  the   committee 
^   f     recommend  also  that  they  be  printed. 
?^    I 


37th  Congress,    )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com, 

3rf  Session.         f  i    No.  83. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Fbbbuaet  9,  1863. — Ordered  to  l)e  printed. 


Mr.  Morrill  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  No.  610.] 

In  the  case  of  the  ship  **Argo/'  the  facts  are  these  :  The  ship 
was  tinder  a  charter  in  1861  to  proceed  to  City  Point,  Va. ;  thence 
to  Bremen  with  a  cargo  of  tobacco,  on  foreign  account;  and  thence 
to  Quebec.  While  loading  at  City  Point  the  ports  of  Virginia  were 
blockaded,  allowing  to  owners  until  the  fifteenth  of  May,  1861,  to 
load  and  clear  their  vessels. 

The  '*Argo"  left  City  Point  on  the  twelfth  of  May,  and  was  pro- 
ceeding on  her.  voyage  to  Bremen,  and  on  the  fourteenth  of  May,  at 
Hampton  Roads,  was  seized  and  taken  possession  of  by  the  United 
States  flag-ofiScer  of  the  blockading  fleet,  and  sent  to  New  York  as 
prize  of  war. 

The  ship  was  held  in  custody  of  officers  of  the  United  States  at  the 
latter  place  until  the  twenty- fourth  of  May,  when  she  was  released, 
and  afterwards  returned  to  the  custody  of  the  captain,  by  order  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  no  legal  proceedings  having  been  insti- 
tuted. 

The  owner  of  the  ship  "Argo"'  presents  a  claim  against  the  gov- 
ernment for  money  paid  in  New  York,  the  port  to  which  she  was 
taken,  being  her  expenses,  &c.,  $2,051  60.  For  damages  of  deten- 
tion eighteen  days  from  her  seizure  at  Hampton  Roads  on  the 
fourteenth  of  May,  and  her  discharge  and  departure  on  her  voyage 
from  New  York  on  the  thirty-first  of  that  month,  estimated  at  $5  50 
per  ton  per  month,  $3,557  34.  For  damages  consequent  the  delay 
of  the  ship  at  New  York,  whereby  she  lost  her  return  cargo  at  Bre- 
men, which  was  to  be  taken  on  a  given  day,  $3,000.  For  extra  in- 
surance, by  reason  of  being  late  at  the  river  St.  Lawrence,  on  her 
return  voyage,  $800,  and  for  loss  of  two  anchors  and  one  cable, 
$490. 

The  committee  deem  a  claim  for  disbursements  and  expenses  in  the 
port  of  New  York,  the  direct  result  of  her  detention  by  the  govern- 
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ment,  and  also  the  damage  for  detention,  should  be  paid  by  the  gov- 
ernment. 

The  claims  for  supposed  loss  of  return  cargo  at  Bremen,  money  paid 
for  insurance,  loss  of  anchors  and  cable,  do  not  fall  within  the  same 
principle;  the  contingency  upon  which  they  are  based,  remote  and 
uncertain,  and  are  not  such  as  the  government  can  recognize  as  just. 

The  committee  estimate  the  expenses  and  disbursements  at  New 
York  |1,916  98,  and  damages  for  detention  eighteen  days,  at  four 
dollars  per  ton  per  month,  one  thousand  and  seventy-five  tons,  $2,580. 

The  following  papers  are  made  a  part  of  the  report :  The  memo- 
rial of  the  owner ;  protest  and  extension  of  same ;  letters  of  R.  T. 
McCook  ;  general  clearance  of  ship;  certificate  of  the  Bremen  consul ; 
letters  of  minister  of  Bremen,  Secretary  of  State,  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  and  Commodore  Stringham. 


rrr- 
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37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com. 

3d  Session.      S  \  /No.  84. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Februart  9,  1863. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


T.  RESOLUTIONS  OF  INSTRUCTION. 

In  thb  Senate  of  the  United  States, 

December  22,  1862. 
Resolved,  That  a  select  committee  of  three  memhers  he  appointed  to  inquire 
into  and  report  to  the  Senate  the  facts,  including  hrokerage,  in  regard  to  the 
chartering  of  transport  vessels  for  the  Banks  expedition,  the  seaworthiness  of 
such  vessels,  and  the  character  of  the  men  employed  to  navigate  them ;  and 
that  they  be  empowered  to  send  for  persons  and  papers. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Grimes,  Mr.  Morrill,  and  Mr.  Kennedy  be  the  said  select 
committee. 

Attest :  J.  W.  FORNEY,  Secretary. 


Is  THE  Senate  of  the  United  States, 

December  23,  1862. 
Resolved,  That  the  select  committee  of  the  Senate  appointed  on  the  22d 
instant,  to  inquire  into  the  matter  of  chartering  transport  vessels  for  the  Banks 
expedition,  be  also  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  manner  of  the  employment  of 
transports  generally  by  the  quartermasters  of  the  army,  or  by  the  agents  of  the 
War  Department,  the  rates  at  which  they  were  engaged,  by  whom,  for  what 
purpose,  and  for  how  long  time. 

Attest:  J.  W.  FORNEY,  Secretary. 


Mr.  Qrimes,  from  the  select  committee  to  investigate  the  facts  in 
regard  to  the  employment  of  transport  vessels,  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing 

REPORT. 

The  select  committee  appointed  in  pursuance  of  the  resolution  of  December 
22,  1862,  '*to  inquire  into  and  report  to  the  Senate  the  facts^  in- 
cluding brokerage,  in  regard  to  the  chartering  of  transport  vessels  for 
the  Banks  expedition,  the  sea-worthiness  of  such  vessels,  and  the  charac- 
ter of  the  men  employed  to  navigate  them,  ^'  and  instructed  by  resolution 
of  December  23  **<o  inquire  into  the  manner  of  the  employment  of 
transports  generally  by  the  quartermasters  of  tlie  army,  or  by  the  agents 
of  the  War  Department^  the  rates  at  which  they  were  engaged,  by  whom, 
for  what  purpose,  and  for  how  long  time,'^  beg  leave  to  submit  the  fol- 
lowing report : 

The  committee  regret  that  the  time  allotted  to  them  for  the  per- 
formance of  the  duty  mentioned  in  the  resolution  of  December  23 
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was  too  brief  to  allow  more  than  an  opening  of  the  vast  subject  of 
**the  employment  of  transports  generally  by  the  quartermasters  of 
the  army,  or  by  agents  of  the  War  Department."  The  examination 
of  wiinesses  was  commenced  on  the  26th  of  December,  and  from  that 
date  to  the  15th  of  January  the  committee  directed  their  labors 
principally  to  the  investigation  of  the  facts  relating  to  the  chartering 
of  transports  for  the  Banks  expedition,  of  which  a  report  has  been 
submitted.  Much  perplexity  has  been  felt  in  finding  a  suitable  place 
to  stop  the  investigation  and  report  the  results  already  reached  to 
the  Senate — each  fact  pointing  to  others  of  apparently  great  import- 
ance, and  each  witness  suggesting  by  his  testimony  the  names  of  per- 
sons who  seemed  likely  to  throw  much  light  on  the  subject.  The 
approaching  end  of  the  thirty-seventh  Congress  admonished  the  com- 
mittee that  if  any  practical  benefit  were  to  be  derived  from  the  in- 
vestigation, it  must  be  brought  to  a  close  at  once.  The  following 
facts  are  submitted  in  the  order,  chronologically,  of  their  ascertain- 
ment by  the  committee: 

CHARLES   COBLENS   AND   JOHN   F.   PICKRELL,    OF   BALTIMORE. 

Among  the  extraordinary  developments  of  this  investigation  are 
the  facts  relating  to  one  Charles  Coblens,  of  Baltimore,  Maryland,  in 
whose  business  relations  with  the  government,  fraud,  bribery,  and 
perjury  struggle  for  the  most  prominent  place.  This  Mr.  Coblens 
is  a  Prussian  by  birth,  an  Israelite  by  descent,  a  peddler  and  a  horse 
jockey  by  profession.  Ho  is  wholly  unfamiliar  with  commercial  pur- 
suits, aside  from  the  selling  of  Yankee  notions  at  retail  and  trading 
horses  by  the  head,  and  he  testifies  that  he  can  neither  read  nor  write 
English.  He  admits  that  he  has  already  refunded  fifteen  hundred 
dollars  to  the  government,  which  had  been  fraudulently  obtained  upon 
sales  of  horses  by  bribing  the  inspector;  that  he  bribed  three  of  the 
clerks  in  Colonel  Belger's  oflSce,  and  that  he  had  somo  connexion 
with  a  sale  of  damaged  corn  to  the  government.  He  appeared  before 
the  committee  as  an  extensive  ship-owner,  and  would  now  seem  to 
be  a  very  wealthy  person,  rejoicing  in  the  possession,  in  whole  or  in 
part,  of  ten  steamers,  three  barges,  and  eighty  acres  of  valuable  land 
in  the  vicinity  of  Baltimore,  though  but  a  few  months  ago  he  was 
comparatively  a  poor  man.  The  vessels  owned,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
by  Mr.  Coblens,  are  the  steamers  Patapsco,  Baltimore,  Telegraph. 
James  Murray,  Lioness,  Edwin  Forrest,  Fairy  Queen,  Cecil,  Haswell, 
and  Lily,  and  the  barges  Delaware,  Miss  Mary,  and  John  Warner, 
all  of  which  are  now,  or  have  been,  under  charter  to  the  government. 
The  following  table,  compiled  from  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Coblen^, 
Mr.  A.  C.  Hall,  and  Mr.  John  F.  Pickrell,  and  the  reports  of 
Colonel  Belger  and  General  Meigs,  exhibits  Mr.  Coblens' s  transactions 
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with  the  government  in  the  chartering  of  transports  for  the  War 
Department: 


Names  of  vesseLi. 


Cost  of  vessels 


Rate  of  charter 
per  day. 


Steamer  Patapsco  ...... 

Steamer  Baltimore  ..... 

Steamer  Telegraph  ..... 

Steamer  James  Murray. 
Steamer  Lioness...... ., 

Steamer  Edwin  Forrest. 
Steamer  Fairy  Queen ... 

Steamer  Cecil 

Steamer  Has  well 

Steamer  Lily 

Bafge  Delaware........ 

Barge  Miss  Mary 

BargQ  John  Warner .... 


$1,200 
21,500 
7,000 
9,333 
6,000 
4,500 
4, 000 
5,000 
3,000 


2,500 
2,250 


$85 

250 

125 

100 

45 

40 

40 

80 

40 

35 

70 

25 

12 


Total. 


65. 283 


947 


The  rules  of  arithmetic  show  that  Mr.  Coblens  was  receiving 
money  from  the  government  at  the  rate  of  $345,655  per  annum,  on  a 
capital  of  $65,283,  which  is  equal  to  529  J  per  cent,  per  annum  oji  his 
investment.  The  cost  of  the  steam-tug  Lily  and  the  barge  John 
Warner  was  not  ascertained  by  the  committee;  but  they  are  obviously 
of  little  value.  Mr.  Coblens  affirms  that  repairs  were  put  on  the 
steamer  Patapsco  amounting  to  $2,500;  but  the  testimony  of  Captain 
William  T.  Rice,  of  Baltimore,  an  experienced  steamboatman,  and  fa- 
miliar with  the  Patapsco,  goes  to  show  that  she  was  worth  next  to 
nothing.  Captain  Rice  says:  **He  (Hall)  subsequently  bought  an 
old  iron  boat  called  the  Patapsco  for  $1,200 — an  old  boat  that  had 
been  thrown  away  as  perfectly  useless  by  the  commissioners  for 
deepening  the  harbor  of  Baltimore.  They  threw  her  away,  and  Hall 
went  down  and  bought  her  last  February  or  March  for  $1,200,  and 
put  her  in  this  man  CoUens's  name,  and  chartered  her  to  the  govern- 
ment at  $80  per  day,  as  I  am  informed.  She  cannot  do  service 
enough  to  pay  for  the  fuel  she  consumes.  ♦  *  ♦  She  paid  for 
herself  before  the  end  of  the  first  month."  The  running  expenses  of 
the  Patapsco  were  not  more  than  $12  per  day,  probably  less;  and  she 
yielded  a  clear  profit  to  her  owner  at  the  rate  of  $26,645  per  annum, 
which  is  equal  to  720  per  cent,  per  annum  on  her  aggregate  cost  as 
stated  by  Coblens.  But  it  would  appear  from  the  testimony  of  Mr. 
Hall  (page  117)  that  she  was  chartered  to  the  government  at  $85  per 
day  before  she  was  sold  to  Coblens,  and  therefore  before  any  repairs 
were  put  upon  her,  thus  bringing  a  profit  to  her  owners  of  2, 220  per 
cent,  per  annum  on  their  investment.  The  Patapsco  was  chartered 
by  Mr.  John  Tucker,  (page  331.) 

Hardly  less  profitable  was  the  charter  of  the  barge  Delaware, 
whose  running  expenses  were  not  more  than  $7  per  day — Mr.  Hall 
says  **8ix  or  seven  dollars  per  day."  She  was  chartered  to  tho  gov- 
ernment at  $70  a  day  by  Mr.  Tucker  through  Mr.  Hall,  (Ca^taiti 
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Hodges  signing  the  charter-party,)  and  her  net  receipts  were  at  the 
rate  of  $22,995  per  annum.  The  value  of  the  Delaware  is  stated  by 
Mr.  Hall  (page  1 20)  at  $2, 600.  Captain  Rice  says  (page  368)  that  Hall 
paid  $1,500  for  her,  and  that  she  was  intrinsically  worth  about  $300. 
She  was  repaired  at  the  government's  expense,  between  July  28  and 
August  12,  (see  Colonel  Belger's  report  of  vessels  repaired  at  Balti- 
more,) to  the  amount  of  $1,833  43,  Colonel  Belger  paying  the  bills. 
Mr.  Hall  says  that  she  was  a  large  and  superior  vessel;  but  Mr. 
Pickrell  informs  us  (page  213)  that  she  ended  her  career  by  sinking  at 
Point  Lookout,  at  the  mouth  of  the  Potomac.  Taking  this  barge  at 
Mr.  HalPs  exaggerated  valuation,  she  yielded  a  profit  of  919f  per 
cent,  per  annum.  Mr.  Pickrell  testifies  that  she  had  been  under 
charter  four  months  at  $70  per  day  when  Coblens  bought  her,  having 
therefore,  paid  for  herself  three  times,  according  to  HalFs  state- 
ment of  her  value,  before  she  changed  owners.  That  this  chaptet  of 
fraud  may  want  no  odious  and  shameless  feature,  Mr.  Hall  affirms 
(page  120)  that  **  Captain  Hodges  and  Mr.  Tucker  thought  shi  wa3 
the  cheapest  thing  they  chartered." 

The  running  expenses  of  Mr.  Coblens' s  fleet  could  hardly  have  ex- 
ceeded fifteen  per  cent,  of  their  earnings,  judging  from  the  cases  of 
the  Patapsco  and  Delaware.  This  would  leave  a  net  profit  at  the  rate 
of  $293,807  per  annum  on  the  limited  capital  of  sixty-five  or  seventy 
thousand  dollars  invested.  In  addition  to  the  vessels  enumerated, 
the  barge  Prances  appears  in  Colonel  Belger's  list  as  having  been 
chartered  of  Charles  Coblens  at  the  rate  .of  $12  per  day;  but  the 
same  vessel  appears  in  General  Meigs's  list  as  having  been  chartered 
of  A.  C.  Hall;  and  the  committee  believe  that  in  the  numerous  dis- 
crepancies which  are  found  between  the  two  lists,  of  which  more 
particular  mention  will  be  made,  General  Meigs's  is  to  be  regarded 
as  the  correct  one. 

It  should  be  remarked  at  this  point,  that  all  the  vessels  bought  by 
Coblens  were  under  charter  to  the  governwent  when  purchased,  the 
charters  having  been  generally  effected  by  Mr.  Hall,  and  he  receiv- 
ing five  per  cent,  commission  on  their  earnings,  and  many  of  them 
were  owned  by  Hall  before  passing  into  Coblens' s  possession. 

Between  Mr.  Coblens  and  one  John  P.  Pickrell,  of  Baltimore,  there 
existed  a  curious  and  extraordinary  partnership,  not  the  least  remark- 
able feature  of  which  is  furnished  by  the  conflicting  testimony  of  the 
two  persons  themselves.  Mr.  Coblens  testifies,  under  oath,  (page 
189)  that  Mr.  Pickrell  is  his  general  partner  in  the  boat  business,  as 
well  as  in  other  business  transactions  with  the  quartermaster's  de- 
partment in  Baltimore.  Mr.  Pickrell  testifies,  under  oath,  (page  208,) 
that  he  is  not  Mr.  Coblens' s  general  partner  in  anything.  Coblens 
says  that  although  he  and  Pickrell  were  general  partners,  there  was 
no  firm  name,  no  firm  signature,  and  that  neither  was  authorized  to 
sign  the  other's  name.  The  testimony  of  the  two  witnesses  agrees 
as  to  one  thing,  namely,  that  Coblens  furnished  all  the  money,  and 
Pickrell  disbursed  it  and  took  half  the  profits,  beside  charging  a  com- 
mission of  five  per  cent,  on  receipts,  and  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  on 
disbursements.     Coblens,  being  unable  to  read  or  write  English,  and 


; 
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having  no  control  over  his  own  funds  except  what  happened  to  be 
deposited  to  his  individaal  credit  in  bank,  testifies  that  he  employed 
a  clerk  to  act  as  a  check  on  Pickrell,  but  never  asked  the  clerk  any- 
thing about  the  books,  or,  as  he  says,  (page  197,)  **I  don't  ask  the 
clerk  any  questions  at  all  about  it."  Mr.  Pickrell  afiBrms  (page  222) 
that  Mr.  Coblens  does  not  keep  a  clerk,  or  if  he  does,  he  (Pickrell) 
is  not  aware  of  it.  Mr.  Henry  Diggs,  the  person  designated  by  Cob- 
lens  as  his  clerk,  testifies  (page  361)  that  he  is  not  Mr.  Coblens' s  clerk; 
that  he  is  not  employed  by  Coblens  in  any  capacity,  and  never  has 
been;  that  Coblens  has  no  books,  and  that  he  (Diggs)  is  the  book- 
keeper of  John  F.  Pickrell.  Mr.  Diggs  testifies  further,  that  it  does 
not  appear  from  the  books  that  Coblens  and  Pickrell  are  partners  in 
any  transactions,  nor  that  they  are  jointly  interested  in  any  vessels. 

Mr.  Coblens  and  Mr.  Pickrell  became  acquainted  for  the  first  time 
about  eighteen  months  ago.  Mr.  Coblens  is  unable  to  say  how  he 
came  to  form  a  partnership  with  Mr.  Pickrell,  except  that  somebody 
recommended  him  to  do  so.  Mr.  Coblens  was  interrogated  on  two 
occasions  for  the  purpose  of  eliciting  the  name  of  the  individual  who 
had  recommended  Mr.  Pickrell  as  a  suitable  person  to  take  charge  of 
all  his  property,  divide  all  his  profits,  and  take  from  two  and  a  half 
to  five  per  cent,  additional  from  all  his  receipts  and  disbursements. 
Mr.  Coblens  was  utterly  unable,  on  either  occasion,  to  recall  the  name 
of  that  individual.  Mr.  Pickrell' s  version  of  the  matter  is,  that  he 
first  saw  Coblens  in  a  back  corner  of  Colonel  Belger's  office;  that 
Colonel  Belger  remarked,  (page  218,)  **There  is  a  perfect  Rothschild, 
and  there  is  a  man  who  will  have  my  business;"  that  thereupon 
Coblens  put  a  sum  of  money  into  his  (Pickrell' s)  hands  to  buy  ten 
thousand  bushels  of  oats;  that  thereupon  he  (Pickrell)  **  bought  it  and 
charged  it,  and  put  the  money  to  his  (Coblens' s)  credit."  Prom  this 
confidence  transaction  the  partnership  grew  to  the  proportions  already 
indicated.  The  inherent  improbability  of  this  story  is  heightened 
by  the  testimony  of  Colonel  Belger,  who  testifies  (page  53)  that  he 
never  said  that  Coblens  *' should  have  his  business,"  or  **  was  doing 
his  business."  The  following  citations  from  the  testimony  will  illus- 
trate the  remarkable  character  of  the  partnership  between  Coblens 
and  Pickrell: 

Testimony  of  Charles  CoUens—pdge  197. 

*' Answer.  You  see  he  (Pickrell)  has  got  the  whole  control  in  his 
hands.  I  give  him  money  to  pay  it  and  disburse  it,  and  I  don't  know 
then  how  he  pays  it,  or  whom  he  pays  it  to. 

**  Question.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  it? 

"Answer.  No,  sir. 

**  Question.  You  furnish  the  money,  and  do  not  know  what  becomes 
of  it? 

*' Answer.  He  disburses  it,  and  I  don't  know  how." 

Same-— page  199. 

**  Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  (Pickrell)  using  one  cent  of  his 
own  money  in  connexion  with  jour  boat  business? 
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**  Answer.  I  don't  know. 

**  Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  Pickrell  is  not  your  partner  in 
the  transaction  of  your  boat  business?  / 

**  Answer.  I  know  he  get&  half  the  profits.     That  is  all  I  can  an- 
swer.    I  consider  him  my  partner. 

'*  Question.  Don't  you  know  that  he  is  not  furnishing  one  cent  for 
your  transactions  in  the  boat  business  ? 

**  Answer.  No,  sir;  I  don't. 

*  *  Question.   Can  you  swear  that  he  is  furnishing  one  cent  ? 

''Answer.  No,  sir;  I  can't. 

"Question.  You  only  know  that  he  gets  one-half  of  the  profits? 

"Answer.  That  is  all. 

"Question.  You  furnish  the  money ? 
'Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  attend  to  it  all." 


Same — jxige  200. 

"Question.  You  do  not  know  whether  you  have  made  a  profit  or 
lost  since  you  have  been  in  the  business? 

"Answer.  No,  sir. 

"Question.  You  do  not  know  whether  you  are  worth  anything 
now  or  are  insolvent  ? 

"Answer.  No,  sir;  I  don't.  I  have  made  some  money.  I  don't 
know  how  much." 

Mr.  Coblens's  testimony  consists  principally  of  negations.  He  is 
not  only  unable  to  tell  how  much  money  Mr.  Pickrell  put  into  the 
partnership,  or  whether  he  put  any  in;  but  he  cannot  tell  how  much 
Coblens  himself  put  in.  He  does  not  know  how  much  he  was  worth 
when  the  partnership  was  formed,  nor  how  much  he  owed.  The 
only  thing  pertaining  to  his  business  that  he  is  entirely  clear  about 
is,  that  "he  is  an  honest  man,  and  an  honest  man  can  get  along 
almost  anywhere." — (Page  173.)  Mr.  Pickrell  testifies  (page  222)  that 
Mr.  Coblens  has  often  congratulated  himself  on  the  nature  of  this 
business  arrangement,  and  is  very  much  pleased  with  it 

The  committee  submit  that  a  partnership  in  which  there  is  no  firm 
and  no  common  signature  ;  where  one  party,  having  little  or  nothing 
to  begin  with,  furnishes  all  the  capital,  and  within  eighteen  months 
prosecutes  a  business  with  the  government  yielding  at  the  rate  of 
$345,655  per  annum;  where  the  other  party  invests  no  capital,  but 
receives  half  the  profits  and  a  large  commission  on  gross  receipts  and 
disbursements;  where  the  party  furnishing  the  capital  does  not  know 
how  much  he  furnished,  and  knows  nothing  at  all  about  the  disburse- 
ment of  his  funds,  nor  whether  he  is  now  worth  anything  or  is  in- 
solvent, and  yet  is  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  arrangement;  where 
the  party  furnishing  the  capital  cannot  tell  who  recommended  him  to 
form  such  a  partnership,  and  where  the  other  party  cannot  give  an 
intelligible  account  of  how  he  came  to  form  the  partnership,  presents 
features  so  astounding  that  a  jury  would  not  give  the  slightest  cre- 
dence to  the  testimony  which  supports  it.     The  committee  are  com- 
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pelled  to  believe .  that  Mr.    Coblens  is  only  a  convenient  tool  in  the 
hands- of  more  astute,  if  not  more  unprincipled,  men. 

If  any  further  evidence  is  needed  concerning  the  nefarious  alliance 
between  Coblens  and  Pickrell,  it  is  furnished  in  the  testimony  of 
Captain  William  T.  Rice,  of  Baltimore,  the  former  Qwner  of  the 
steamer  Cecil,  of  which  more  particular  mention  will  be  made  here- 
after. The  only  person  connected  with  the  government,  so  far  as 
the  committee  have  discovered,  who  enjoyed  the  acquaintance  of 
Mr.  Pickrell  before  the  breaking  out  of  the  rebellion,  was  Mr.  John 
Tucker,  late  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  who  testifies  that  he  has 
known  Pickrell  eight  or  nine  years,  and  that  he  has  heretofore  had 
business  transactions  with  him.  None  of  the  witnesses  seem  to  have 
known  Mr.  Coblens  before  the  commencement  of  the  war,  and  they 
generally  speak  of  him  in  contemptuous  terms,  as  a  person  of  no  con- 
sequence, whose  precise  position  in  connexion  with  the  transport 
service  is  not  fully  divulged. 

MB.  AMA8A  C.  HALL,   OF  BALTIMORE. 

Mr.  Amasa  C.  Hall,  of  Baltimore,  has  played  a  very  conspicuous 
part  in  connexion  with  the  chartering  of  transport  vessels  at  that 
port.  Hardly  any  vessel  has  been  chartered  there  during  the  past 
eighteen  months  that  has  not  been  secured  through  his  agency,  and 
of  whose  earnings  from  five  to  twelve  per  cent,  has  not  found  its 
way  to  his  pocket.  During  that  time  it  has  been  understood  among 
ship-owners,  agents,  and  brokers,  that  no  vessel  could  secure  a  char- 
ter of  the  quartermaster  at  Baltimore  unless  she  was  ofiered  by  Mr. 
Hall;  and  several  of  them  testify  that,  knowing  this,  they  were  com- 
pelled, much  against  their  will,  to  resort  to  him  to  do  their  business. 

So  singularly  exclusive  was  the  monopoly  of  this  business  enjoyed 
by  Hall,  that  it  at  length  attracted  the  attention  of  the  quartermaster 
general,  who  called  Colonel  Belger's  attention  to  it  by  two  letters, 
printed  in  connexion  with  his  testimony.  Assistant  Secretary  Tucker's 
attention  was  also  called  to  it  more  than  once  by  General  Meigs,  (see 
General  Meigs's  testimony,  page  294,)  but  neither  of  those  oflScers 
seems  to  have  made  any  special  effort  to  correct  the  abuse.  The 
evidence  furnished  by  Hall  himself,  (page  58,)  in  his  letter  to  Colo- 
nel Belger,  throws  much  light  on  the  otherwise  intricate  question 
of  his  monopoly.  He  says:  **The  Hon.  John  Tucker,  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  War,  is  aware  of  and  fully  understands  the  nature  of  my 
business  transactions  with  the  government  as  an  agent  for  the  owners 
and  masters  of  vessels,  and  I  would  respectfully  refer  to  him  for  any 
information  on  the  subject  that  General  Meigs,  quartermaster  gen- 
eral, may  require."  This  intimation  seems  to  have  put  a  stop  to 
further  grumbling,  and  Mr.  Hall  went  on  as  prosperously  as  before. 

According  to  the  **li8t  of  vessels  chartered  by  the  quartermaster's 
department  at  Baltimore  since  July  1,  1861,  by  Colonel  James 
Belger,"  furnished  by  the  quartermaster  general  of  the  United 
States  army,  of  the  two  hundred  steamers,  brigs,  tugs,  schooners, 
ships,  and  barges  thus  chartered,  one  hundred  and  sixty  were  char- 
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tered  directly  from  Hall ;  and  the  testimony  shows  that  twenty-two 
of  the  remaining  forty  were  owned  by  parties  for  whom  he  acted, 
and  who  paid  him  not  less  than  five  per  cent,  of  the  eaminga  of  their 
respective  vessels.  The  committee  are  quite  confident  that,  if  their 
time  had  peynitted  them  to  pursue  the  investigation  further  in  this 
direction,  it  would  have  demonstrated  that  Hall,  in  some  way,  re- 
ceived a  broker's  commission  on  nearly,  if  not  all,  the  remaining 
eighteen  of  the  two  hundred  vessels  included  in  this  list. 

An  examination  of  the  column  of  prices  at  which  these  vessels  were 
chartered  will  furnish  data  by  which  to  show  the  enormous  revenue 
derived  by  Hall,  when  taken  in  connexion  with  the  fact,  abund- 
antly proven,  that  in  no  case  was  his  brokerage  commission  less  than 
five  per  cent,  upon  the  entire  earnings  of  the  vessels,  and  ranged 
from  that  figure  to  ten  and  twelve  per  cent.  It  is  true  Hall  testifies 
that  he  only  received  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  on  some  of  these  ves- 
sels; but  he  cannot  specify  the  vessels,  and  only  two  of  the  parties 
with  whom  the  division  was  made;  and  his  statement,  as  to  this 
point,  is  disproved  by  his  own  statements  to  Belger  and  others,  and 
by  the  testimony  of  one  of  the  parties  named  by  him  as  a  person  with 
whom  the  commissions  were  divided. 

The  committee  have  failed  to  discover  any  satisfactory  reason  why 
Hall  was  permitted  to  enjoy  this  monopoly  of  chartering  vessels. 
There  was  nothing  in  his  antecedents  or  character  to  justify  it.  He 
was  a  poor  man  eighteen  months  ago,  with  a  character  not  wholly 
above  reproach;  he  is  now  rich,  and  fast  growing  richer  by  the  re- 
ceipt of  a  large  daily  revenue  from  commissions  upon  the  earnings  of 
vessels  still  in  the  government  employment.  The  bestowal  of  this 
large  patronage  almost  exclusively  upon  him  cannot  be  re(5onciled 
with  any  theory  of  strict  integrity  on  the  part  of  government  officers. 
Although  the  testimony  may  not  warrant  the  concltision  that  any 
officer  actually  shared  with  him  the  profits  derived  from  his  business, 
yet  the  fact  that  these  officers,  who  knew  all  the  circumstances,  ac- 
quiesced in  the  continuance  of  this  monopoly,  should  subject  them  to 
the  most  severe  reprehension;  and  it  is  not  easy  to  suppose  that  mo- 
tives of  charity  alone  impelled  them  to  throw  such  vast  sums  of 
money  into  his  pocket.  The  monopoly  itself  was  unjustifiable  and 
blameworthy,  but  more  especially  when  it  was  known  that  Hall  was 
extorting  exorbitant  commissions  from  the  owners  of  vessels  for  his 
pretended  agency. 

It  is  no  apology  for  either  Mr.  Tucker  or  Colonel  Belger  to  say 
that  they  did  not  know,  until  a  recent  period,  that  such  commissions 
were  charged.  It  was  their  duty  to  exercise  at  least  ordinary  care, 
attention,  and  diligence.  They  should  have  known  what  seems  to 
have  been  well  known  by  every  man  connected  with  the  transport 
business  in  Baltimore.  They  were  bound  to  know  the  character  and 
the  conduct  of  the  man  they  entrusted  with  public  business  of  such 
magnitude. 

In  fact,  Colonel  Belger  did  know  it;  for  he  admits  (pages  31  and  34) 
that  Mr.  Hall  told  him  he  was  receiving  five  per  cent,  commission  on 
the  charters  effected  through  him.     The  time  when  he  became  pos- 
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sesded  of  this  knowledge  is  shown  by  the  testimony  of  Mr.  William 
Applegarth,  of  Baltimore,  to  have  been  as  early  at  least  as  January 
or  February,  1862.  Mr.  Applegarth' s  statement  is  important  in 
another  point,  showing  that  he  offered  to  charter  vessels  directly  to 
Colonel  Belger,  and  thus  save  the  five  per  cent,  to  the  government, 
but  that  Belger  nevertheless  required  him  to  go  to  Hall  and  pay  him 
the  commission.  He  says,  (page  242,)  ^^I  then  asked  him  [Belger] 
why  he  did  it.  Said  I,  '  Colonel  Belger,  you  are  subjecting  me  to 
paying  five  per  cent,  commission,  when  I  could  serve  you  with  the 
vessel  as  low  or  lower  than  to  Mr.  Hall,  because  I  would  not  have  the 
commission  to  pay. ' 

"Question.  Then  Colonel  Belger  knew  that  Hall  compelled  you  to 
pay  five  per  cent,  commission  ? 

"Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  told  him  so,  and  I  asked  him  why  he  sub- 
jected me  to  it.  He  said,  *  Oh  I  Hall  is  a  very  clever  man/  and  turned 
me  off  in  that  way." 

Mr.  John  B.  Rhoads,  of  Baltimore,  also  testifies,  (page  247  :) 

' '  Question.  Did  you  ever  apply  to  Colonel  Belger  to  charter  your 
vessels  ? 

"Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

"Question.  What  did  he  say ? 

'  ^  Answer.  He  said  that  Mr.  Hall  was  the  man. 

* '  Question.  To  charter  your  vessels? 

"Answer.  Yes,  sir." 

Mr.  Rhoads  goes  on  to  say  that  he  paid  Hall  7^  per  cent,  on  ves- 
sels belonging  to  other  parties,  chartered  through  himself  and  Hall 
to  the  government,  and  that  he  took  2^  per  cent,  additional  as  his 
own  commission;  and  further  adds  that  "it  was  7^  to  12  per  cent, 
that  came  out  of  the  owner."  • 

It  is  difficult  to  conceive  that  Mr.  Tucker  was  ignorant  of  these 
monstrous  extortions,  extending  over  so  long  a  period  of  time,  and 
perpetrated  upon  so  many  different  individuals;  and  if  we  believe 
that  be  was  ignorant,  we  are  driven  to  the  conclusion  that  be  was  an 
unsafe  and  incompetent  public  servant. 

During  all  this  time  Hall  was  acting  in  the  double  capacity  of 
broker  for  the  owners  of  vessels  and  as  a  sort  of  agent  of  the  govern- 
ment. Belger  says  (page  32)  that  whenever  he  wanted  a  vessel  he 
said  to  Hall,  "I  want  such  a  vessel,  and. I  don't  want  to  go  into  the 
market  for  it.  You  go  and  pick  me  out  such  a  vessel,  and  charter  it 
at  the  lowest  rate." 

In  regard  to  a  large  class  of  vessels  chartered  by  Hall,  Belger,  in 
reply  to  the  question,  "Were  the  rates  at  which  Hall  chartered  the 
vessels  determined  by  you  or  him?"  answered,  "I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  that.  I  just  signed  those  (charter-parties)  he  presented  to  me 
to  perfect  the  instruments — to  give  them  official  character.  I  don't 
know  anything  about  it."  And  yet  Belger  admits  (pages  31  and  34) 
that  Hall  told  him  he  received  five  per  centum  on  the  earnings  of  the 
vessels  he  chartered,  and  for  which  Belger  was  signing  the  charter- 
parties.     From  this  it  would  appear  that  Hall  had  the  power,  at  his 
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will,  to  determine  the  price  of  the  vessels  he  chartered  for  Belger, 
and  thus  enlarge  or  diminish  the  amount  of  his  own  commissions. 

The  committee  have  endeavored  to  discover  the  motives  which  led 
to  the  employment  of  Hall.  He  says  himself  (page  104)  that  some 
one  recommended  him  to  Colonel  Beiger  as  a  suitable  person  to  char- 
ter vessels;  but  he  is  profoundly  ignorant  of  the  name  of  the  person 
who  thus  recommended  him.  The  inference  fairly  deducible  from 
the  first  fifteen  pages  of  the  testimony  of  Colonel  Beiger  would  be, 
that  this  valuable  friend  of  Mr.  Hall  was  the  late  Assistant  Secretary 
of  War,  Mr.  John  Tucker;  for  Beiger  testifies  (page  35)  that  when  he 
went  to  Baltimore  he  "went  there  a  stranger,  and  Tucker  expressed 
such  confidence  in  him,  (Hall,)  giving  him  those  charters  to  make  up, 
and  he  having  acted  for  Captain  Hodges  in  New  York,  I  thought  he 
was  the  very  man  for  me  to  employ.  Captain  Hodges  was  the  quar- 
termaster at  New  York  for  that  duty."  It  should  be  borne  in  mind, 
however,  that  Colonel  Beiger  was  wholly  mistaken  as  to  the  capacity 
in  which  Captain  Hodges  acted  in  chartering  vessels  at  New  York. 
He  was  entirely  pubordinate  to  Mr.  Tucker,  and  only  placed  his  sig- 
nature to  charters  already  effected  by  the  Assistant  Secretary,  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  them  an  ofiBcial  sanction.  He  had  no  power  to 
select,  inspect,  or  charter,  save  as  personally  directed  by  Mr.  Tucker, 
and  acted  in  all  cases  precisely  as  Beiger  says  he  did  in  nineteen 
out  of  twenty  of  the  charters  that  he  efl'ected,  viz  :  as  the  mere 
clerical  agent  of  Tucker.  Beiger  says  (page  37)  that  nineteen- 
twentieths  of  the  charters  he  signed  were  made  '*by  Hall,  by  the  di- 
rection of  Mr.  Tucker.'*  When  it  is  remembered  that,  according  to 
Beiger' s  report,  appended  to  his  testimony,  the  number  of  charters 
eflfected  by  him  was  three  hundred  and  eighty-four,  and  that  nineteen- 
twentieths  of  these,  according  to  his  statement,  were  really  eff*ected 
by  Hall,  at  the  instance  of  Tucker,  though  signed  by  Beiger,  an 
estimate  may  be  formed  of  the  magnitude  and  value  of  HalFs  busi- 
ness. If  Beiger  s  statement  be  true,  not  less  than  three  hundred  and 
sixty  of  these  vessel  were  thus  chartered  by  him,  under  direction  of 
Tucker,  upon  all  of  which  Hall  has  received,  is  receiving,  or  is  to  re- 
ceive, a  commission  of  not  less  than  five  per  cent,  of  their  gross  earn- 
ings. 

Mr.  Hall  furnished,  under  oath,  to  the  War  Department,  at  some 
time  previous  to  his  examination  by  this  committee,  a  list  of  vessels 
chartered  by  him  for  the  government,  with  the  date  of  charter,  name 
and  description  of  vessel,  owner's  or  captain's  or  agent's  name, 
rate  of  pay  per  day  or  month,  tonnage,  amount  paid  on  charter, 
amount  received  by  himself  in  commissions,  and  (in  some  instances) 
the  time  when  the  vessels  were  discharged.  This  list  will  be  found  in 
the  testimonyof  P.  H.  Watson,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  (page  297.) 
The  committee  required  Mr.  Hall  to  furnish  them  a  list  of  vessels 
chartered  by  him  for  the  use  of  the  government,  with  dates,  names, 
rates,  commissions,  Ac,  (p.  154.)  The  two  lists,  covering  the  same 
vessels  and  the  same  period  of  time,  are,  in  many  instances,  so  different 
that  the  committee  cannot  consider  either  of  them  true  statements. 
The  schooner  Amytis,  chartered  April  17,  appears  in  one  list  in  the 
name  of  Kehey  &  Gray,  and  in  the  other  in  the  name  of  A.  C.  Hall. 
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The  schooner  Maria  and  Elizabeth  (April  IT)  appears  in  one  list  in  the 
name  of  William  Rhoads  &  Son,  and  in  the  other  in  the  name  of  A.  G. 
Hall.  Mr.  Hall  had  probably  inserted  in  the  list  furnished  by  him 
to  the  War  Department  his  own  name  as  agent,  and  in  the  other 
the  name  of  the  real  owner,  showing  that  he  was  acting  in  the 
double  capacity  of  agent  for  the  owners  and  agent  for  the  govern- 
ment, regulating  his  own  commissions  by  the  amount  he  should  bind 
the  government  to  pay. 

The  steamer  Fairy  Queen  (Fobruary  26)  and  the  barge  Baltic 
(May  15)  appear  in  the  list  furnished  to  the  committee  as  having 
been  owned  by  A.  0.  Hall,  chartered  of  A.  C.  Hall  by  A.  C.  Hall  to 
the  government,  and  A.  C.  Hall  collecting  commissions  of  A.  C.  Hall 
on  their  charter-parties — a  very  curious  arrangement  certainly. 
Probably  Mr.  Hall  would  explain  that  he  sold  the  vessels  after  char- 
tering them  to  the  government,  and  collected  the  commissions  after 
the  title  had  passed  out  of  his  hands;  but  the  committee  cannot  con- 
sider that  that  alters  the  moral  features  of  the  transaction.  Mr. 
Hall's  statement  to  the  War  Department  of  his  aggregate  commis- 
sions on  fifty-six  schooners,  mentioned  by  name,  chartered  between 
April  14  and  September  9,  is  $4,339  95.  In  bis  list  furnished  to 
the  committee,  he  says  his  commissions  on  the  same  fifty-six  schoon- 
ers, chartered  at  the  same  dates,  were  only  $4,027  49.  If  there 
should  be  any  difference  between  the  two  sums,  the  amount  reported 
to  the  committee  should  be  the  larger  one,  because  it  was  furnished 
subsequently,  and  might  possibly  have  included  commissions  on  char- 
ter-parties received  between  the  day  he  furnished  his  list  to  the  War 
Department  and  the  day  he  produced  the  other  list  for  the  com- 
mittee.* 

A  similar  discrepancy  occurs  in  the  amount  paid  and  commissions 
received  on  the  charter  of  the  barge  Mary  Linda,  (May  2,)  the  amount 
paid  being  $600  greater,  and  the  commissions  received  being  larger 
by  a  corresponding  sum,  in  the  list  furnished  to  the  War  Department 
than  in  that  furnished  to  the  committee.  The  schooner  Eclipse  (March 
5)  appears  in  one  list  as  chartered  at  $3  57  per  ton  per  month,  and 
in  the  other,  at  the  same  date,  at  $4  per  ton  per  month.  The 
schooner  John  Famum  appears  in  the  War  Department  list  as  having 
been  paid  $6,717  20,  and  in  the  committee's  list  as  having  been  paid 
only  $916.  Mr.  Hall  states,  in  the  former  list,  that  his  commissions 
on  this  charter  were  $335  86,  and  in  the  latter  that  they  were  only 
%ib  80.  The  most  considerable  discrepancy,  however,  is  in  the 
amount  paid  to  the  three  steamers,  Portsmouth,  Juniata,  and  Pacific, 
which  Mr.  Hall  states,  in  the  list  furnished  to  the  committee,  at 
173,960;  in  the  other  list  he  makes  it  $37,730.  That  these  sums 
were  intended  to  cover  the  same  period  of  time  is  shown  by  the  fact 
that  his  commissions  are  the  same  in  both  lists,  namely,  $3,69H — a 
result  reached  by  stating  in  the  committee's  list  that  his  commissions 

»  The  schooner  French  (April  30,)  appears  in  the  list  furnished  by  Mr.  Hall  to  the  War 
Department,  bat  is  not  found  in  che  list  furnished  to  the  committee.  Ihere  being  no 
commit'sions  mentioned  opposite  the  name  of  this  vessel,  it  does  not  offer  any  explanation 
of  the  discrepancy  referred  to. 
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were  five  per  cent.,  while  in  the  other  he  states  that  his  commissions  on 
the  Portsmouth  and  Juniata  were  ten  per  cent.  In  his  oral  testimony 
(page  105)  he  says  that  his  commissions  on  the  Portsmouth  and  Juni- 
ata were  seven  and  a  half  or  eight  per  cent.  The  whole  number  of 
vessels  chartered  by  Hall  to  the  government  is  stated,  in  his  list  fur- 
nished to  the  War  Department,  at  274,  and  in  his  list  furnished  to 
the  committee,  at  271.  The  aggregate  of  his  commissions  is  stated 
in  the  former  list  at  $41,434  53;  in  the  latter,  at  $41,410  05.  The 
committee  believe  that  either  of  these  sums  (supposing  either  of  them 
to  be  correct. )  is  only  a  portion,  and  not  the  larger  portion,  of  his 
ill-gotten  gains;  for  it  has  already  been  shown  that  he  was  receiving 
enormous  profits  from  the  charters  of  such  vessels  as  the  steamer  Pa- 
tapsco  and  the  barge  Delaware,  before  he  sold  them  to  Coblens. 

The  committee  are  aware  that  the  presentation  of  these  facts 
amounts  to  a  charge  of  perjury.  The  discrepancies  are  too  glaring, 
and  Mr.  HalPs  prevarications  and  equivocations  in  his  oral  testimony 
too  numerous,  to  warrant  the  belief  that  the  difl^rences  in  the  two 
lists  are  merely  clerical  errors. 

Among  the  lesser  frauds  practiced  by  Hall  was  a  custom  be  fell 
into  of  using  a  government  tug-boat,  at  Baltimore,  to  tow  private 
vessels,  and  putting  the  money  so  obtained  into  his  pocket.  Mr. 
Hall  testifies  that  he  received  the  money,  and  that  he  did  not  credit 
it  to  the  g:overnment  on  his  books.  He  endeavors  to  show  (page  111) 
that  the  sums  so  received  were  credited  to  the  government  in  an  ac- 
count rendered  on  the  last  of  July,  but  being  interrogated  directly 
on  this  point,  (page  112,)  he  admits  that  they  were  not  in  the  account. 

THE  STEAMER  CECIL. 

The  corrupt  use  made  by  Hall  of  the  exclusive  privileges  which  he 
enjoyed  at  Baltimore  is  shown  conspicuously  in  his  dealings  with 
Captain  Wm.  T.  Rice,  whose  testimony  (page  364)  has  been  already 
referred  to.  Captain  Rice  was  the  owner  of  the  steamer  Cecil.  He 
chartered  her  to  the  government,  through  Hall,  at  $75  per  day,  al- 
though he  had  previously  told  Hall  he  was  willing  to  let  the  govern- 
ment have  her  for  $50  per  day.  When  Hall  gave  him  the  charter- 
party,  Captain  Rice  was  surprised  to  find  $80  inserted  instead  of  $75. 
Hall  remarked  to  him,  **  I  got  you  $80  per  day  ;  you  can  give  me  the 
extra  five."  Captain  Rice  neither  assented  nor  dissented.  Not  long 
afterward,  the  Cecil  being  in  the  service  on  the  Potomac,  Hall  made 
a  demand  on  Captain  Rice  for  $262,  saying  that  everybody  else  was 
paying  him.  Captain  Rice  refused  to  pay  the  sum  demanded,  or  any 
other  sum,  remarking  that  he  was  willing  to  pay  for  services,  but  he 
would  not  pay  black-mail.  Hall  remonstrated,  saying,  '*  You  were 
willing  to  take  $50,  and  I  got  $75,  and  then  $80;  and  you  ought  to  be 
willing  to  pay  this."  To  avoid  diflSculty,  Captain  Rice  gave  Hall 
$150,  and  heard  no  more  of  him  for  six  weeks  or  two  months.  At 
the  expiration  of  this  time  Hall  came  to  him  again  and  demanded 
more  *' commissions."  Captain  Rice  refused  absolutely.  Hall  then 
took  him  to  the  back  part  of  his  office  and  called  him  a  secessionist. 
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Captain  Bice  replied  that  he  was  not  a  secessionist,  and  that  he  could 
not  be  intimidated  by  the  epithet.  Hall  then  said,  * '  I  got  a  letter  this 
morning,  and  if  you  don't  pay  this,  I  will  get  you  into  trouble.  I  got  a 
letter  this  morning  saying,  *  Did  Rice  pay  his  commissions?'  You  will 
make  enough  money  out  of  the  boat,  and  must  pay  it.''  Captain 
Rice  remained  firm.  A  few  days  later  Hall  renewed  his  demand. 
Captain  Rice  replied,  *'  I  have  told  you  already  that  I  would  not  do 
it.  It  is  a  principle  with  me."  Hall  retorted,  "  Then  Til  show  you 
what  will  happen."  The  next  morning  John  F.  Pickrell  went  to 
Captain  Rice,  and  informed  him  that  Mr.  Hall  said  the  Cecil  was  dis- 
charged from  the  government  service,  but  that  a  boat  exactly  like 
the  Cecil  was  wanted  by  Captain  Hunt  down  at  Old  Point,  and  as 
the  Cecil  was  discharged,  he  (Pickrell)  might  buy  her  cheap.  Mr. 
Pickrell  then  asked  Captain  Rice  what  he  would  take  for  the  Cecil. 
The  latter  replied,  $5,000.  After  some  controversy,  and  after  a 
conversation  with  Captain  Applegarth,  a  friend  of  Captain  Rice,  who 
said  that  Hall  had  told  him  to*  tell  Rice  that  **  if  he  (Rice)  would  pay 
the  commission  the  boat  was  not  discharged,"  Mr.  Pickrell' s  offer 
of  $5,000  was  accepted.  Mr.  Pickrell  then  said  that  he  did  not  want 
to  buy  the  Cecil  for  himself,  but  for  another  person,  and  he  brought 
Goblens  around  to  make  the  purchase. 

Rejecting  all  the  hearsay  testimony,  it  appears  that  Hall,  in  his 
double  capacity  as  ship-broker  and  government  agent,  engaged  the 
Cecil  for  the  government  at  $75  per  day,  when  he  knew  he  could 
have  her  for  $50,  and  then  inserted  $80  per  day  in  her  charter-party, 
claiming  the  extra  five  dollars  for  himself.  That  when  Captain  Rice 
refused  to  countenance  the  swindle  by  paying  the  extra  five  dollars. 
Hall  either  annulled  the  charter  or  satisfied  Captain  Rice  that  he  had 
done  so,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  the  boat  into  the  hands  of  some  one 
who  would  pay  the  usual  black-mail.  Pickrell  was  selected  as  a  suit- 
able person  to  do  this,  and  he  brought  Coblens  along  to  gather  up  the 
spoils  for  him.  Captain  Rice  says  that  the  Cecil  was  still  under  charter 
to  the-  government  at  the  date  of  his  testimony,  (January  27,  1863.) 
She  was  chartered  to  the  government  on  the  24th  day  of  February, 
1862,  and  has  consequently  earned  $27,040  in  less  than  one  year,  al- 
though she  was  worth  only  $5,000.  She  was  yielding  584  per  cent, 
per  annum.  Mr.  Hall  in  his  report,  given  under  oath  to  this  com- 
mittee, says  that  he  has  received  only  $120  in  commissions  on  the 
charter  of  the  Cecil;  but  in  his  report  given  under  oath  to  the  War 
Department,  which  was  rendered  prior  to  his  appearance  before  the 
committee,  and  which  will  be  found  in  the  evidence  of  P.  H.  Wat- 
son, Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  he  says  he  had  received  $484.  One 
statement  or  the  other  is  false;  probably  both  are. 

CAPTAIN  RICHARD  P.  LOPER,  OP  PHILADELPHIA. 

The  testimony  of  Mr.  Hall  leads  to  an  examination  of  Captain 
Richard  F.  Loper,  of  Philadelphia,  whom  the  committee  find  to  be  in 
receipt  of  enormous  revenues  from  the  chartering  of  transports,  de- 
rived partly  from  commissions  received  on  vessels  where  ^e  acted  at 
the  same  time  as  agent  of  the  government  and  agent  of  the  owners; 
partly  from  the  charters  of  vessels  belonging  to  transpoxlatvoTi  ciotCL- 
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panie8,  of  which  he  is  a  large  stockholder;  partly  from  vessels  owned 
by  himself,  and  chartered  by  or  through  himself,  as  government  agent, 
to  the  government;  partly  from  collections  of  money  due  to  others  on 
transportation  account;  and  partly  from  his  '* influence."  Mr.  Hall 
testifies  (page  106)  that  he  paid  Loper  $18,000  at  one  time  for  ** get- 
ting the  business  for  him."  The  business  referred  to  was  the  char- 
tering of  certain  transports  for  the  McClellan  expedition.  In  answer 
to  the  question,  **How  much,  in  addition  to  what  you  have  already 
paid  him  (Loper)  do  you  consider  yourself  under  equitable  and  mer- 
cantile obligation  to  pay  him?"  Hall  replies,  (page  106:)  **I  should 
consider  myself  under  obligation  to  pay  him  one-half — that  is,  two 
and  a  half  per  cent.*,  except  on  vessels  chartered  for  the  McClellan 
expedition." 

Captain  Loper  is  a  wealthy  man,  who  divides  his  time  between 
Stonington,  Connecticut,  and  the  city  of  Philadelphia — his  summer 
residence  being  in  the  former  place,  and  his  business  principally  in 
the  latter.  He  is  an  extensive  ship-builder  and  ship-owner,  and  the 
president  of  the  Philadelphia  Steam  Propeller  Company,  in  which 
he  owns  sixty  or  seventy  thousand  dollars  of  stock,  and  he  holds  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Philadelphia  Steam  Propeller  Company  one-third 
of  the  stock  of  the  New  York  Express  Steamboat  Company.  Captain 
Loper  says  (page  252)  that  he  has  **  neglected  everything  since  the 
war  broke  out  but  to  attend  to  and  try  to  assist  the  government  and 
serve  his  country  as  much  as  in  him  lay."  He  assured  the  committee 
on  several  occasions  that  he  had  money  enough  before  the  war  broke 
out  for  himself  and  his  children,  (he  had  been  an  agent  in  furnishing 
government  transportation  during  the  Mexican  war,)  and  that  he  has 
been  actuated  solely  by  a  desire  to  aid  in  crushing  **thi8  ungrateful 
rebellion."  Mr.  John  Tucker,  late  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  who 
has  certainly  known  him  long  enough  to  form  an  opinion  of  him,  at- 
tributes to  Captain  Loper  great  purity  and  patriotism.  Captain  Lo- 
per's  connexion  with  the  chartering  of  transports  for  the  govern- 
ment during  this  war  commenced  as  early  as  April  20,  1861,  at  which 
time  he  was  appointed  **  assistant  agent  of  the  War  Department"  by 
J.  Edgar  Thomson,  president  of  the  Peniisylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany. The  committee  are  unable  to  say  by  virtue  of  what  law  an 
'*  assistant  agent  ot  the  War  Department"  was  appointed,  or  how  the 
appointing  power  came  to  be  lodged  in  the  hands  of  the  president  of 
the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company.  They  would  refer,  however, 
to  the  appointment  or  commission  itself,  (page  274,)  which  purports  to 
have  been  given  by  Mr.  Thomson,  **in  accordance  with  the  author- 
ity vested  in  me  by  the  Secretary  of  War,"  the  Hon.  Simon  Cameron- 
Commencing  on  the  20th  of  April,  1861,  to  act  as  ^'assistant  agent 
of  the  War  Department,"  he  commenced  on  the  same  day  to  receive 
five  per  cent  commissions  on  the  earnings  of  vessels  chartered  by 
his  agency.  The  first  vessel  he  took  up  was  the  steamer  W.  Whilldin, 
April  20,  1861,  owned  by  Anthony  Reybold,  at  $175  per  day,  (Senate 
Ex.  Doc.  37,  page  2,  37th  Congress  2d  session.)  Mr.  Reybold  testifies 
(page  370)  that  the  Whilldin  has  remained  in  the  service,  under  that 
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charter,  to  the  present  time,  although  her  rate  of  charter  was  subse- 
quently reduced  to  $150  per  day.  The  receipts  of  the  steamer 
Whilldin,  up  to  the  time  of  the  delivery  of  Mr.  Reybold's  testimony, 
must  have  been  somewhere  between  $97, 650  and  $113,925,  on  which 
Captain  Leper's  commissions  were  between  $4,882  and  $5,746.  Mr. 
Reybold  chartered  the  steamer  Express  to  the  government,  through 
Captain  Loper,  at  $175  per  day,  the  Star  at  $110  per  day,  and  the 
John  Tucker  at  $300  per  day,  paying  Loper  five  per  cent,  on  their 
gross  receipts.  Through  the  same  generous  agency,  Mr.  Reybold 
chartered  the  Diamond  State  (375  tons)  at  $200  per  day,  the  Swan 
(350  tons)  at  $200  per  day,  and  the  General  Burnside  (400  tons)  at 
$300  per  day,  Captain  Loper  himself  being  part  owner  of  them.  Mr. 
Reybold  testifies  (page  373)  that  his  own  receipts  from  these  charters 
were  about  $1,100  per  day,  or  at  the  rate  of  $401,500  per  year.  Mr. 
Loper' s  commissions  on  Mr.  Reybold' s  boats  could  not  have  been  less 
than  $20,000  per  year,  for,  although  he  charged  no  commissions  on 
the  three  boats  of  which  he  was  part  owner,  it  must  be  presumed 
that  the  amount  which  he  derived  from  them,  over  and  above  a  fair 
mercantile  profit,  was  at  least  equal  to  five  per  cent. ;  otherwise  he 
would  have  charged  the  commission.  If  the  government  had  bought 
Mr.  Reybold' s  fleet  at  the  outset,  instead  of  employing  Captain  Loper 
to  charter  them,  it  would  have  saved  an  immense  sum  of  money. 

Mr.  William  M.  Baird,  the  treasurer  of  the  Philadelphia  Steam 
Propeller  Company,  of  which  Captain  Loper  is  president,  testifies 
(page  80)  that  the  company  declared  a  dividend  of  50  per  cent,  last 
year,  their  capital  being  $340,000,  and  he  thinks  that  a  surplus  was 
reserved  from  its  earnings  equal  to  25  per  cent.  more.  But  he  knows 
nothing  in  reality  about  the  surplus,  because,  although  he  is  treasurer, 
he  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  funds.  The  directors  of  the  company 
lave  great  confidence  in  Captain  Loper,  and  their  confidence  appa- 
rently is  not  misplaced.  Having  devolved  the  duties  of  treasurer,  as 
well  38  president  and  general  manager,  upon  him,  by  which  means 
they  are  enabled  to  plead  ignorance  to  questions  regarding  their 
financial  resources.  Captain  Loper  suddenly  increases  their  dividends 
from  10  per  cent,  to  50  per  cent,  per  annum,  and  saves  a  large  sur- 
plus in  addition.  Mr.  Baird,  the  treasurer,  has  a  vague  idea  that  the 
usual  dividends  of  the  company  are  from  10  to  25  per  cent,  per  an- 
num ;  but  he  cannot  specify  any  particular  year  when  they  were  more 
than  10  per  per  cent,  prior  to  the  breaking  out  of  the  rebellion. 
While  Mr.  Loper  was  acting  as  **  assistant  agent  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment," under  the  appointment  of  J.  Edgar  Thomson,  he  put  the 
following  steamers,  belonging  to  the  Philadelphia  Steam  Propeller 
Company,  and  the  Express  Steamboat  Company,  which  are  practi- 
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cally  one  and  the  same  concern,  into  charter  to  the  government  at 
the  following  rates,  respectively: 


Date. 


1861. 

April  20 
22 
23 
27 
27 
27 
27 
27 

May     7 


Name. 


Josephine....... . 

Philadelphia 

Thomas  Sparks... 
Oneida,  (barge)  ... 

New  York 

Middlesex,  (barge) 

Planet 

Ann  Eliza 

Sophia 

Aggregate. 


Tonnage. 


254 
172 
300 
133 
158 
124 
282 
211 
286 


1,920 


Rate  per  day. 


$150 
135 
176 

30 
135 

SO 
150 
125 
160 


1,090 


The  above  list  is  derived  from  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War, 
dated  March  26,  1862,  in  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  o: 
January  30,  1862,  (Senate  Ex.  Doc,  No.  37,  37th  Congress,  2d  sess.; 
Captain  Loper  has  himself  undertaken  to  furnish  a  list,  under  oath, 
of  the  charters  which  he  eflFected  during  the  same  period  of  time 
which  will  be  found  on  page  273.  There  are  discrepancies  betweei 
the  two  lists,  which  the  committee  will  not  attempt  to  explain.  Th( 
steamers  Josephine,  Thomas  Sparks,  Planet,  Ann  Eliza,  and  Sophia 
which  appear  in  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War  as  having  beei 
chartered  by  Captain  Loper  during  the  period  of  his  agency,  (namely 
between  April  20  and  May  8,  1861,)  do  not  appear  in  Captain  Loper' i 
list  at  all.  These  steamers  were  owned  in  part  by  Captain  Loper,  a 
stockholder  in  the  two  companies.  The  real  facts  can  be  ascertained 
and  the  committee  will  leave  it  to  other  tribunals  to  determine  when 
the  truth  in  this  particular  is  to  be  found. 

Being  president,  treasurer,  business  manager,  and  stockholder  o 
the  company,  and  **  assistant  agent  of  the  War  Department,"  Cap 
tain  Loper  had  extraordinary  facilities  for  making  the  charters  to  sui 
himself.  It  rarely  happens,  in  the  ordinary  avocations  of  life,  tha 
a  person  enjoys  the  privilege  of  buying  his  own  property  for  anothe 
person,  and  fixing  his  own  price  upon  it,  or  of  buying  other  people' 
property  for  a  third  person,  and  regulating  his  own  compensation  b; 
the  amount  of  money  he  squanders;  yet  such  seems  to  have  been  th 
manner  in  which  the  government  has  been  served,  not  only  in  Cap 
tain  Leper's  agency,  but  in  nearly  all  the  business  connected  witi 
the  transportation  by  water  of  troops,  supplies,  and  munitions  c 
war  during  the  past  eighteen  months. 

Captain  Leper's  assistant  agency  lasted  only  till  May  8,  1861,  a 
which  time  his  commission  was  revoked  by  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Thomsoc 
who  informed  Captain  Loper  that  he  had  been  notified  by  the  Secr€ 
tary  of  War  (Mr.  Cameron)  of  the  appointment  of  Mr.  John  Tucke 
as  **  United  States  transport  agent."  Mr.  Thomson  then  wrote 
letter  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  stating  that  Captain  Loper  had  bee 
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irin^  in  his  efforts  to  serve  the  country."  The  heavier  opera- 
of  Captain  Loper  began  with  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Tucker  as 
ited  States  transport  agent,"  'and  they  have  continued,  without 
nission,  during  the  whole  of  Mr.  Tucker's  two  terms  of  office, 
18  agent,  and  subsequently  as  Assistant  Secretary  of  War.  Mr. 
er  employed  Captain  Loper  to   **  inspect  and  recommend"  all 

of  vessels  at  Philadelphia,  New  York,  and  Annapolis,  for  va- 

services  and  expeditions,  and  Captain  Loper  proceeded  to 
;e  from  five  to  ten  per  cent,  commissions  on  the  gross  earn- 
3f  vessels  recommended  to  Mr.  Tucker  for  charter.     In  some 

it  was  denominated  a  brokerage  commission,  in  others  a  com- 
on  for  collecting,  and  in  others  still  he  received  five  per  cent, 
rokerage,  and  five  per  cent,  additional  for  collecting  the  sums 
o  the  owners.  The  testimony  of  Willmon  Whilldin  (pages  97-100) 
B  that  Loper  took  |8,000  from  him  on  the  earnings  of  the  steam - 
^ilot  Boy  and  George  Washington,  being  ten  per  cent,  on  the 
ieds  of  their  charter-parties.  Captain  Loper  admits  tbat  he 
$5,000  from  Mr.  Anthony  Groves  on  certain  vessels,  and  Mr. 
es  testifies,  (page  90,)  that  in  making  the  charter,  he  estimated 
he  commissions  he  should  be  obliged  to  pay  Loper,  so  that  it 
jT  came  out  of  the  government. 

le  time  allotted  for  this  investigation  did  not  permit  the  commit- 
0  pursue  their  discoveries  by  examining  all,  or  any  considerable 
)er,  of  the  persons  who  paid  Loper  five  per  cent,  or  other  com- 
ons.  Captain  Loper  has  furnished  the  committee  a  **li8t  of 
aers  recommended  for  charter  for  the  use  of  the  expedition  un- 
command  of  Major  General  McClellan,  United  States  array." 
number  of  steamers  in  this  list  is  eighty-one,  and  Captain  Loper 
as  that  he  received  no  commissions  on  any  of  them.  Being  in- 
gated  whether  the  list  embraces  aU  the  steamers  recommended 
im  for  the  McClellan  expedition,  he  is  unable  to  reply.     Mr. 

testifies  that  he  paid  Captain  Loper  $13,000  for  ** getting  busi- 

'  for  him  in  the  McClellan  expedition,  and  Captain  Loper  ad- 

that  he  received  the  money.     Therefore  the  above-mentioned 

las  no  significance,  except  as  showing,  on  Captain  Loper' s  oath, 

he  did  recommend  certain  steamers  for  the  McClellan  expedi- 
without  getting  a  commission  on  them.  He  has  also  furnished 
list  of  vessels  chartered  at  Annapolis,  Maryland,  for  the  Burn- 
expedition,  and  for  which  no  commissions  were  charged."  At 
>ottom  of  this  list  the  phraseology  is  changed,  so  as  to  read  as 
wq:  **  All  the  within  and  above  named  vessels  were  recommended 
le  to  the  Hon.  John  Tucker,  and  for  which  no  commissions  were 
ged  the  oumers  by  wc."  The  distinction  will  be  apparent,  when 
understood  that  Hall  was  at  Annapolis  plying  his  vocation,  charg- 
seven  and  a  half  per  cent,  commissions,  and  that  he  considers 
elf  under  obligation  to  pay  Loper  one-half  of  all  his  gains.  A 
latic  performance  of  much  merit  was  enacted  on  this  occasion, 
ain  Loper  testifies  (page  257)  that  he  sent  a  soldier  around  with 
eket  to  warn  all  captains,  that  if  they  had  anything  to  do  with 
ers  or  middle  men,  he  would  not  touch  their  vessels,  but  would 
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send  to  New  York  and  Baltimore  for  others.  But  he  testifies  (] 
259)  that  he  saw  Hall  there,  that  he  ch^tered  some  vessels  of  1 
and  that  he  did  not  send  the  soldier  to  notify  him.  Captain  L 
says  (page  259)  that  he  is  positive  Hall  did  not  get  a  commissio 
any  vessels  in  the  Bumside  expedition;  but  Richard  M.  Heslen 
tifies  that  he  paid  Hall  seven  and  a  half  per  cent,  commission 
vessels  chartered  for  the  Burnside  expedition,  and  Hall  himself,  i 
some  equivocation, admits  it. — (Page  118.)  Captain  Loper  testifies 
he  has  known  Hall  since  the  year  1821 — that  is,  forty-two  years, 
says  he  has  known  Loper  ten  years. 

Captain  Leper's  list  of  vessels  chartered  for  the  Bumside  exp 
tion  is  singularly  faulty.  After  certifying  that  **all  the  within 
above  named  vessels  were  recommended  by  me  to  the  Hon.  i 
Tucker,"  he  testifies  (page  276)  that  the  Champion,  one  of  the  r 
ber,  was  chartered  at  Baltimore,  and  that  he  had  nothing  to  do 
her,  and  that  the  Louisiana,  another  of  the  list,  was  charterec 
Mr.  Brant  directly  to  General  Bumside,  without  being  examines 
himself.  In  his  list  he  says  the  Louisiana  was  chartered  by  % 
Tucker,  and  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  previously  refe 
to,  (Senate  Ex.  Doc.  37,  page  8,  37th  Cong.,  2d  sess.,)  says  that 
was  chartered  by  Mr.  Tucker.  The  committee  regret  that  their 
has  not  permitted  an  investigation  into  the  facts  connected  with 
charter  of  the  Louisiana,  which  was  taken  into  the  government 
vice  on  the  8th  of  January,  1862,  at  the  enormous  rate  of  $800 
day,  and  is  still  in  the  service.  Colonel  Belger  testifies  (pag€ 
that  she  was  chartered  by  Tucker,  and  that  he  (Belger)  has  paid 
order  of  the  quartermaster  general,  at  different  times,  $200, 41( 
for  her  services  for  251  days.  But  if,  as  appears,  she  has  bee 
the  service  over  a  year,  there  must  be  still  a  sum  due  her  far  gre 
than  her  value.  Mr.  James  N.  MuUer,  supervising  inspecto 
steamboats  at  Baltimore,  testifies  (page  375)  that  the  Louisiai 
worth  about  $30,000. 

A  singular  fact  connected  with  Captain  Leper's  extensive  buai 
is  that  he  keeps  no  account-books.  He  puts  all  his  money,  frot 
sources  into  bank,  and  has  no  other  record  than  his  bank-book; 
sequently  he  is  unable  to  say  what  amounts  he  received  from 
ticular  individuals.  He  says  he  received  **ten  or  twelve  thoui 
dollars''  from  Hall;  Hall  says  it  was  thirteen  thousand.  Loper 
he  received  from  three  to  five  thousand  dollars  from  Groves — ^it  m 
have  been  either.  This  free  and  easy  system  of  keeping  accoi 
taken  in  connexion  with  the  contradictory  testimony  of  witness^ 
the  same  facts,  the  contradictory  testimony  of  Captain  Loper  tc 
same  facts,  the  contradictions  between  Captain  Leper's  testin 
and  the  official  records  of  the  War  Department,  and  the  multij 
business  relations  of  Captain  Loper  with  the  govemment,  rende 
impossible  for  the  committee  to  state  the  amount  he  has  fraudulc 
received  from  the  government.  They  would  refer,  in  concluding 
branch  of  their  report,  to  the  two  lists  of  vessels  now  in  the  ser 
of  the  govemment,  owned  in  part  by  Captain  Loper,  or  on  wi 
charters  he  is  now  receiving  a  commission. — (Pages  255, 256.)    The 
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mer  list  (vessels  owned  in  part  by  Capt.  Loper,  now  in  the  government 
service)  embraces  28  steamers,  under  charter  at  rates  ranging  from 
$120  to  $700  per  day  each.  Fifteen  of  the  steamers  on  this  list  have 
DO  charter  rates  mentioned  in  the  column  intended  to  exhibit  them. 
The  proper  figures  for  12  of  these  were  subsequently  obtained  from 
Captain  Loper  by  interrogatories,  so  that  the  committee  are  enabled 
to  supply  the  omission  as  follows:  Steamers  H.  Burden,  $120;  Black 
Diamond,  $140;  Ironsides,  $140;  Ann  Eliza,  $130;  Alida,  $125;  Bev- 
erly, $130;  New  York,  $600;  J.  Brooks,  $700;  Diamond  State,  $200; 
Charles  Osgood,  $250;  Quinnebaug,  $250;  Shetucket,  $250  per  day. 
The  other  list  (vessels  for  which  Captain  Loper  is  acting  as  agent  or 
*' ship's  husband,"  and  collecting  the  money  due  on  their  charter- 
parties)  embraces  16  steamers,  at  rates  ranging  from  $40  to  $300  per 
day  each,  and  four  steamers  at  rates  between  $6,560  and  $7,975  per 
month. 

STEAHBB  ICBTAMOBA. 

Another  extraordinary  condition  of  facts  is  developed  in  connex- 
ion with  this  steamer.  She  was  an  old  vessel,  and  cost  her  owners 
$25,000.  She  was  chartered  by  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  John 
Tucker,  though  this  gentleman  has  failed,  for  some  unexplained  reason, 
to  include  her  name  in  the  list  he  furnished  to  the  committee  of  vessels 
chartered  by  him  or  under  his  direction.  The  price  paid  for  her  by 
the  government  was  $450  per  day.  According  to  the  testimony  of 
Mr.  Lewis  Baker,  one  of  her  owners,  ''she  was  chartered  to  be  deliv- 
ered at  Annapolis  on  the  6th  of  March,  1862.  I  state  from  memory. 
A  telegram  came  on  here  from  one  of  the  owners  in  New  York  to  de- 
liver her  there  on  the  6th  of  March,  with  4, 000  gallons  of  water  on 
board.  We  got  ready  to  run  the  blockade,  and  were  stopped  here 
on  the  night  of  the  fourth  by  the  quartermaster's  department,  at  4 
or  5  o'clock  in  the  afternoon.  That  is  the  time  she  was  chartered." 
♦    ♦     »     *     *     (Page  60.) 

"Question.  When  did  your  pay  for  the  Metamora  actually  com- 
mence ? 

••Answer.  We  got  paid  from  the  first  of  the  month. 

•'  Question.  Why  were  you  paid  for  the  six  days  prior  ? 

••Answer.  That  is  more  than  I  can  state.  We  were  paid  for 
her.     ♦    ♦    * 

'*  Question.  Do  you  know  of  her  having  made  a  pleasure  excur- 
sion ? 

••Answer.  Yes,  sir;  we  made  an  excursion  on  the  Ist  and  one  on 
the  2d  of  March  down  to  a  rebel  battery  opposite  Mattawoman  creek, 
called  Cockpit  Point  battery. 

••  Question.  Was  that  on  private  account? 

**  Answer.  Yes,  sir.  It  was  our  own  boat.  We  knew  nothing 
about  the  government  then.  That  was  on  the  1st  and  2d  of 
March.     *    *    ♦    ♦ 

•/  Question.  Those  were  two  of  the  days  for  which  you  were  paid 
by  government  ? 

••Answer.  Yes,  sir;  we  were  paid  from  the  first  of  the  month." 
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The  evidence  shows  that  the  Metamora  was  not  only  paid  for 
least  four  days'  services  that  she  did  not  render,  amounting  to  $1,81 
but  she  was  repaired  at  the  expense  of  the  government  to  the  amoi 
of  $4,447  52,  and  that  during  the  time  she  was  undergoing  repa 
(said  by  Baker  to  be  fourteen  days)  she  received  her  charter-pa 
pay,  $450  per  day.  A  part  of  these  repairs  consisted  of  bunkers, 
which  the  private  trading  stores  of  some  of  her  owners,  who  w< 
army  sutlers,  were  carried ;  for  it  is  shown  that  this  vessel  was  uf 
for  private  purposes,  and  that  some  of  the  owners  realized  upon  ( 
trip  of  the  vessel  to  Harrison's  Landing  the  handsome  profit  of  $3,11 
It  is  stated  by  one  of  the  owners,  Mr.  John  P.  Acker,  and  also 
Mr.  John  Tucker,  who  directed  this  large  amount  of  repairs  to 
done  to  the  Metamora,  (see  his  letter  to  Colonel  Belger,)  that  tl 
were  paid  by  the  government  in  consequence  of  damage  done  to  1 
by  the  performance  of  extra  hazardous  work  in  the  early  part  of  Mj 
1862,  when  she  was  required  to  cross  in  boisterous  weather  fr 
Fortress  Monroe  to  Cherrystone  inlet.  By  reference  to  Major  B 
ger's  account  of  repairs  done  on  her,  it  will  be  observed  that  1 
items  are — 
May    29.  Repairing  awnings,  &c. .  -  - .  • $32 

30.  Joiners'  wQrk,  Ac,  and  materials 361 

31.  Painting,  <fec.,  and  materials 281 

31.  Pattern-makers'  work,  &c 1, 148 

Aug.  27.   Carpenters'  work,  &c 2, 623 

It  would  be  curious  to  know  how  the  straining  of  this  steamer 
heavy  weather  rendered  necessary  the  application  of  $281  82  of  pai 
or  $1,148  04  of  pattern-makers'  work.  By  reference  to  Colonel  B 
ger's  report  of  vessels  repaired  at  Baltimore  under  his  direction, 
304,)  it  maybe  fairly  inferred  that  the  dates  were  intended  to  des 
nate  t^e  times  when  the  repairs  were  actually  made,  and  not  to  1 
times  when  the  money  was  paid  for  them,  because  there  are  many  i 
tries  of  repairs  marked  ^*not  paid;"  and  these,  like  the  others,  are 
provided  with  dates.  The  committee,  curious  to  learn  what  connexi 
existed  between  the  strain  received  by  the  Metamora  in  May  and  1 
$2,623  41  of  carpenters'  work  put  upon  her  in  August,  addressee 
letter  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  of  which  the  following  ii 
copy  : 

Select  Committee  Room,  United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  February  6,  1863 

Dear  Sir  :  It  appears  from  the  list  of  vessels  repaired  at  Baltimore,  Ma 
land,  under  direction  of  Colonel  James  Belger,  quartermaster,  which  list  "i 
transmitted  to  me,  for  the  use  of  the  select  committee  of  the  Senate  on  the  el 
tering  of  transports  for  the  Banks  expedition,  &c.,  by  the  honorable  Secreti 
of  War,  that  the  steamer  Metamora  received  the  following  repairs : 

1862,  May  29.  Repairing  awnings,  &c $32 

1862,  May  30.  Joiners'  work,  &c 361 

1862,  May  31.  Pamting,  &c 281 

1862,  May  31.  Pattern-makers'  work,  &c 1, 148 

1862,  Aug.  27.  Carpenters'  work,  &c 2,  623 

4,447 


^■ 
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The  committee  desire  to  ascertain  whether  the  last-mentioned  sum  of 
$2,623  41  was  paid  for  work  done  on  or  about  the  27th  of  August,  or  for  work 
done  on  or  about  May  30,  when  the  previous  repairs  were  made  on  said  steamer, 
there  being  nothing  in  Colonel  Belger's  report  to  show,  with  certainty,  whether 
the  dates  refer  to  the  time  when  the  repairs  were  done  and  completed,  or  to  the 
time  when  the  money  was  paid  for  the  same.  Will  you  please  inform  the  com- 
mittee whether  there  is  any  record  in  the  War  Department  to  elucidate  this  point  ? 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JAMES  W.  GRIMES, 

Chairman,  dc, 
Hon.  P.  H.  Watson, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  War. 

On  the  9th  instant  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  by  direction  of 
the  Secretary,  transmitted  to  the  committee  the  following  letter  from 
Colonel  Belger: 

Quartermaster's  Office, 

Baltimore,  February  7,  1863. 
Sib  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter,  dated  Feb- 
nuuy  6,  1863,  enclosing  copy  of  a  portion  of  a  letter  from  Senator  Grimes, 
reUtive  to  the  repairs  made  upon  the  steamer  "  Metamora,"  and,  in  reply,  to  state 
that  the  date,  August  27,  1862,  which  was  placed  opposite  the  amount  for  car- 
penters' work,  &c.,  $2,623  41,  on  this  steamer,  was  uh  date  of  the  payment  of 
the  account.     The  proper  date  should  be  May  31,  1862. 

Enclosed  I  hand  you  the  order  for  the  repairs  of  said  steamer,  received  from 
the  Hon.  John  Tucker,  then  Assistant  Secretary  of  War. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JA8.  BELGER, 
Colonel  and  Quartermaster, 
Hon-  E.  M.  Stanton, 

Secretary  of  War,  Washington,  D.  C. 

[Enclosure] 

Assistant  Quartermaster's  .Office, 
Department  of   Virginia,  Fort  Monroe,  May  16,  1862. 

Dbar  Sir:  The  steamer  "Metamora"  was  called  upon  to  perform  some  extra 
hasardous  service,  in  doing  which  she  sprung  her  guards  and  otherwise  strained 
herself.  She  will  be  sent  to  Baltimore,  in  a  day  or  two,  for  some  repairs  of  her 
hull,  rendered  necessary  by  this  service.  It  is  the  opinion  of  all  the  officers 
here  who  know  the  circumstances  (in  which  I  concur)  that  the  cost  of  these 
repairs  should  be  borne  by  the  government. 

1  on  will  please  have  her  repaired  as  soon  as  possible,  and  returned  here,  as 
she  is  most  usefol. 

Yours,  respectfully, 

JOHN  TUCKER, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  War. 
ICajor  J.  Beloer, 

Assistant  Quartermaster,  'Baltimore. 

It  thus  appears  that  the  August  expenditure  of  $2,623  41  was  really 
a  part  of  the  repairs  of  May  29,  30,  and  31,  when,  as  Mr.  Tucker 
aUeges,  she   *' sprung  her  guards,  and  otherwise  strained  herself/' 
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The  committee  leave  to  Colonel  Belger  the  task  of  explaining  the  dis- 
crepancy between  his  two  reports. 

The  table  of  vessels  repaired  at  Baltimore  under  direction  of  Colonel 
James  Belger,  in  which  it  appears  that  $176,768  97  of  the  public 
money  has  been  expended,  (p.  325,)  presents  a  fruitful  field  for  inquiry, 
which  the  committee  regret  that  they  have  not  had  time  to  explore. 

Another  ship-broker  appeats  on  the  stage  in  connexion  with  thiiB 
vessel.  This  person  is  James  B.  Danforth,  of  New  York  city.  He 
seems  to  have  a  very  shadowy  existence,  very  few  people  in  New 
York  knowing  either  the  man,  his  habitation,  or  his  business.  The 
committee  cannot  discover  that  before  this  war  he  has  had  any  con- 
nexion with  the  shipping  business,  though  it  would  appear  that  he 
has  received,  if  he  is  not  still  receiving,  commissions  upon  the 
steamers  Brooks  and  Kent. 

The  services  rendered  by  Danforth  to  the  owners  of  the  Metamora, 
according  to  Baker,  were,  **  getting  the  boat  employed,  or  rather  it 
was  taking  care  of  her,  keeping  her  in  the  government  employ.  She 
had  something  like  six  or  seven  thousand  dollars'  worth  of  repairs  put 
on  her  at  Baltimore,  and  it  was  for  favors  shown  to  the  boat.  That 
is  what  they  (the  other  owners)  told  me.'' — (Page  63.)  What  influence 
Mr.  Danforth  may  really  have  exerted  upon  Captain  Loper,  who 
recommended,  or  up^n  Mr.  Tucker,  who  chartered,  the  Metamora, 
and  afterwards  directed  her  to  be  repaired  at  the  government  ex- 
pense, the  committee  are  left  to  conjecture;  but  it  is  shown  by  the 
testimony  of  both  Baker  and  Acker  that  the  owners,  who  must  be 
presumed  to  be  the  best  judges  of  the  value  of  his  services  in  this 
regard,  paid  him  $3,100  for  them.  Danforth  demanded  of  the 
owners  $5,000.  Some  of  them  were  willing  to  pay  that  amount,  and 
some  objected,  all  agreeing,  however,  that  something  was  due  to  him, 
till  at  length  the  amount  before  named  was  settled  upon  as  a  compro- 
mise. The  testimony  abundantly  shows  that  the  Metamora  was 
chartered  at  an  exorbitant  rate,  as  would  seem  to  be  the  case  with 
all  the  vessels  with  which  Danforth  was  in  any  way  connected,  or  of 
which  Captain  Powers,  of  Hudson,  New  York,  was  part  owner  or 
agent. 

THE  BTBAMEB  GBORGB  WASHINGTON,    olioS  CONSTITUTION. 

The  committee  call  attention  to  the  testimony  of  Cornelius  Wendell 
(p.  359)  and  the  letter  of  General  M.  C.  Meigs,  United  States  army, 
in  relation  to  the  case  of  this  steamer,  (p.  294.)  The  transactions  in 
connexion  with  her  demand  minute  investigation  by  the  War  Depart- 
ment. 

COLONEL  JAMES  BELGEB,  QUABTEBMASTEB. 

Colonel  James  Belger  is  the  quartermaster  at  Baltimore.  Mr.  Hall 
shows,  in  the  list  rendered  to  the  War  Department,  that  he  has 
**  chartered  for  Colonel  James  Belger,"  between  April  8  and  Sep- 
tember 6,  1862,  53  schooners,  53  barges,  2  brigs,  1  sloop,  and  1 
bark — in  all  110  vessels.  It  has  been  shown  by  the  testimony  of 
Applegarth  and  Bhoads  that  Belger  knew  all  about  Hall's  five  per 
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»nt.  commissioDS  as  early  as  January  or  February,  1862 — at  least  one 
onth  before  any  of  these  charters  were  effected.  Applegarth  tried 
charter  his  vessels  directly  to  Belger,  saying  that  the  five  per  cent. 
old  thus  be  saved  to  the  government;  but  Belger  told  him  he  must 
•  to  Hall.  Rhoads  tried  to  charter  directly.to  Belger,  and  he,  too, 
Ls  driven  to  Hall.  The  committee  are  not  precisely  informed  whether 
jlger  first  became  acquainted  with  Hall  through  Mr.  John  Tucker  or 
herwise.  Tucker  directed  Belger,  by  a  letter  dated  Baltimore,  April 
',  1862,  printed  in  connexion  with  the  latter's  testimony, (p.  59,)  to 
do  the  needful"  in  respect  of  a  large  number  of  Hall's  charters  for 
issels  to  transport  engines  and  cars;  by  which  it  is  obvious  he  meant 
direct  him  to  sign  the  charter-parties  on  behalf  of  the  government. 
Lionel  Belger  so  understood  it,  and  acted  accordingly.  It  would 
em  that  this  order  of  Tucker's  was  intended  to  cover  the  list  of 
^ssels,  72  in  number,  furnished  to  the  committee  by  Hall  under  the 
iptioD  '*List  of  vessels  chartered  to  transport  locomotives,  cars,  rail- 
tad  iron,  Ac,"  and  did  not  apply  to  the  110  vessels  chartered  by 
all  to  Belger.  Practically,  it  is  of  no  consequence  whether  Hall  and 
elger  were  brought  together  by  Tucker  or  not.  Belger  admits  that 
d  knew  Hall  was  receiving  five  per  cent,  commissions  on  his  char- 
irs.  He  knew  that  Hall  was  fixing  his  own  compensation  on  all  the 
larters  he  eflfected  for  the  government.  Yet  he  employed  him  to 
larter  110  vessels,  (according  to  Hall's  list,)  and  allowed  him  in  this 
ay  to  defraud  the  government  of  at  least  $7,400  76;  for  Hall  says 
lat  was  the  amount  of  commissions  he  received  on  the  vessels 
chartered  for  Colonel  Belger."  The  following  quotation  from 
olonel  Belger' s  testimony  (page  32)  is  to  the  point: 

''Question.  Then  your  charters  which  were  made  independent  of 
[r.  Tucker,  were  also  made  through  Mr.  Hall,  as  well  as  those  made 
Qder  the  direction  of  Mr.  Tucker  ? 

•'Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  don't  know  anything  about  Mr.  Tucker;  but 
henever  I  wanted  a  vessel  of  Mr.  Hall,  I  would  say  to  him,  '  I 
ant  such  a  vessel,  and  I  don't  want  to  go  into  the  market  for  it. 
ou  go  and  pick  me  out  such  a  vessel  and  charter  it  at  the  lowest 
ite.'" 

Several  witnesses  testify  that  it  was  generally  understood  among 
lip-owners  in  Baltimore  that  no  charters  could  be  effected  at  Col- 
lel  Belger' s  office,  except  through  Hall;  and  Andrew  Gray  testifies 
lat  the  orders  issued  by  Colonel  Belger  to  the  vessels,  after  they 
ere  chartered,  frequently  came  through  Hall.  Colonel  Belger  fur- 
ished  the  committee  a  report  of  vessels  chartered  and  employed  by 
imself,  as  quartermaster  of  the  United  States  army,  at  Baltimore, 
[aryland,  from  April  27,  1861,  to  January  23,  1863.  General  M.  C. 
[eigs,  quartermaster  general.  United  States  army,  also  furnished  the 
)mmittee  a  list  of  vessels  chartered  by  the  quartermaster's  depart- 
ent  at  Baltimore,  Maryland,  since  July  1,  1861,  by  Colonel  James 
elger,  quartermaster.  General  Meigs's  list  must  have  been  made 
pfrom  Colonel  Belger' s  returns  on  file  in  the  quartermaster  general's 
fice;  yet  there  is  a  striking  difference  between  the  two  lists,  in  the 
ones  of  the  persons  from  whom  the  charters  were  effected.     The 
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schooner  Daniel  Brown  (March  15)  appears  on  Colonel  Belger's  list 
as  chartered  of  Pratt  &  Brother;  in  General  Meigs's  list  it  appears 
as  chartered  of  A.  C.  Hall.  The  Mary  Brewer,  (March  21,)  in  Bel- 
ger's  list,  is  chartered  of  J.  B.  Wood;  in  General  Meigs's  list,  of  A. 
C.  Hall.  The  schooners  J.  H.  Day,  J.  H.  Burnett,  Algomar,  Vincent 
Barkalew,  Lucy  Church,  Benjamin  L.  Berry,  Lucy,  W.  Alexander, 
L.  W.  Birdsall,  Young  America,  Baltimore,  Luther  Child,  and  Moun- 
tain Avenue,  appear  on  Colonel  Belger's  list  as  having  been  char- 
tered of  various  private  individuals;  all  these  vessels  appear  in  Gen- 
eral Meigs's  list  as  having  been  chartered,  on  the  same  days,  of  A. 
C.  Hall.  General  Meigs  states  that  his  list  was  made  up  from  the 
original  charter-parties  on  file  in  the  quartermaster  general's  oflBce; 
it  is  therefore  the  correct  one;  and  the  committee  are  unable  to  con- 
jecture why  Colonel  Belger's  list  should  diflfer  in  this  respect  from 
that  of  the  quartermaster  general,  unless  he  desired  and  expected, 
by  these  alterations,  to  hide  the  magnitude  of  his  transactions  with 
Hall.  Upon  what  principles  Colonel  Belger  presents  to  the  com- 
mittee a  list  of  names  diflferent  from  those  attached  to  the  charter- 
parties,  and  calls  them  the  persons  from  whom  the  vessels  were 
chartered  by  him,  he  should  be  required  to  answer  before  another 
tribunal. 

MR.  JOHN  TUCKER. 

All  the  foregoing  facts  and  testimony  force  the  committee  to  the 
conclusion  that  Mr.  John  Tucker,  late  Assistant  Secretary  of  War, 
had  more  or  less  connexion  with  these  gigantic  and  shameless 
frauds  on  the  government.  Tucker  was  the  only  person  in  the 
government  employ  who  had  enjoyed  a  long  acquaintance  with 
Pickrell.  Tucker  selected  Loper  to  ** examine  and  recommend," 
and  Loper  brought  in  his  old  acquaintance,  of  forty-two  years  stand- 
ing, Amasa  C.  Hall.  Danforth,  also,  is  one  of  Tucker's  familiars, 
and,  according  to  Acker,  charged  commissions  for  introducing  ship- 
owners and  agents  to  him.  Tucker  chartered  all,  or  nearly  all,  the 
vessels  for  the  Burnside  expedition,  the  McClellan  expedition  to  the 
Peninsula,  the  McClellan  expedition  from  the  Peninsula,  and  for 
various  other  enterprises.  The  testimony  of  Captain  Henry  C. 
Hodges,  assistant  quartermaster,  who  signed  the  charter-parties  for 
the  McClellan  expedition,  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  committee  a 
letter  from  General  M.  C.  Meigs,  quartermaster  general,  (page  227,) 
dated  February  19,  1862,  directing  Captain  Hodges  to  charter  vessels 
under  the  advice  and  direction  of  Mr.  John  Tucker,  employing  the 
following  language  at  the  conclusion  thereof : 

**The  instructions  of  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Tucker,  in 
this  business,  will  be  obeyed  and  respected  as  though  from  the  quar- 
termaster general."  The  committee  accordingly  addressed  a  letter 
to  General  Meigs,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy: 
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Select  Committee  Boom,  United  States  Senate, 

Washington^  Fehruary  4,  1863. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  am  directed  by  the  select  committee  of  the  Senate,  appointed  in 
pnrsnance  of  the  resolutions  of  the  22d  and  23d  December,  1862,  to  inquire  why 
yon  directed  Captain  Hodges,  assistant  quartermaster,  on  the  19th  of  February, 
1862,  to  charter  vessels  under  the  advice  and  direction  of  Mr.  John  Tucker, 
using  the  language :  "  The  instructions  of  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  Mr. 
Tucker,  in  this  business,  will  be  obeyed  and  respected  as  though  from  the 
quartermaster  general."  The  spirit  of  this  interrogatory,  you  will  perceive,  is 
to  inquire  by  virtue  of  what  law,  regulation,  or  other  reason  the  responsibility  of 
the  above-mentioned  duty  was  taken  from  the  quartermaster's  department  and 
lodged  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Tucker. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JAMES  W.  GRIMES,  Chairman. 
General  M.  C.  Meios, 

Quartemuuter  General,  United  States  Army, 

To  which  they  received  the  following  reply  : 

Washington,  Fehruary  5,  1863. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  the  inquiry  of  your  letter  of  the  4th  instant,  why  I  directed 
Captain  Hodges,  assistant  quartermaster,  on  the  19th  February,  1862,  to 
charter  vessels  under  the  advice  and  direction  of  Mr.  John  Tucker,  using  the 
language :  "  The  instructions  of  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Tucker,  in  this 
business,  will  be  obeyed  and  respected  as  though  from  the  quartermaster 
general " — which  inquiry,  your  letter  states,  is  intended  to  inauire  by  virtue 
of  what  law,  regulation,  or  other  reason  the  responsibility  of  the  above-mentioned 
doty  was  taken  ^m  the  quartermaster's  department  and  lodged  in  the  hands 
of  Mr-  Tucker — I  have  the  honor  to  say — 

That  the  instructions  were  written  after  an  interview  with  the  Secretary  of 
War,  in  which  he  informed  me  that  it  was  determined  that  the  army  of  the 
Potomac  should  make  a  movement.  The  Secretary  explained  verbally  his  in- 
tentions in  regard  to  providing  the  necessary  vessels,  and  instructed  me  to  send 
an  officer  with  Mr.  Tucker. 

I  wrote  the  order^  to  Captain  Hodges,  the  officer  whom  I  selected  for  this 
purpose,  in  such  form  as  I  thought  best  calculated  to  carry  out  the  instructions 
received  verbally  from  the  Secretary. 

As  regards  the  authority  for  such  an  mstruction,  the  Secretary  of  War, 
as  I  understand  the  relative  positions  of  the  several  officers  of  the  departments, 
represents  the  President — ^the  commander-in-chief;  and  until  proved  otherwise, 
his  acts  are  to  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  the  acts  of  the  President.  He  has, 
therefore,  authori^  over  the  quartermaster  general,  and  over  his  subordinates. 

The  duties  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  are  not,  perhaps,  as  yet  very 
dearly  defined,  but  I  understand  that  he  is  to  perform  such  duties  and  exercise 
such  powers  as  may  from  time  to  time  be  delegated  to  him  or  imposed  upon  him 
by  the  Secretary  of  War;  and  in  this  particular  case  he  represented,  as  I  under- 
stand, the  Secretaiy  himselt  As  the  superior  officer,  thus  representing  the 
Secretary,  he  would  have  authoritv,  necessarily,  over  an  assistant  quartermaster 
detailed  to  assist  him;  and  as  nothing  is  so  injurious  to  military  operations  as 
donbt  or  division  as  to  authority,  I  carefully  framed  my  instructions  so  as  to 
prevent  any  danger  of  misunderstanding. 

There  are  some  specific  duties  assigned  by  specific  laws  to  the  Secretary  of 
War,  and  others  to  the  quartermaster  general.  But  these  are  generally  under- 
stood to  be  intended  to  be  performed  with  regard  to  the  general  subordination  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  President,  and  of  the  quartermaster  general  to  both. 


26  EMPLOYMENT   OP  TBANSPORT  VESSELS. 

I  should  add  tbat,  in  my  opinion,  neither  Secretary,  President,  nor  any  other 
officer  can  legally  compel  a  subordinate  officer  to  obey  any  illegal  order. 

The  obligation  of  obedience  is  obedience  to  the  lawful  orders  of  a  superior  in 
the  militanr  as  in  the  civil  service. 

The  right  of  judging  of  the  lawfulness  of  orders  involves  the  duty  of  doing  so; 
In  military  organizations  the  responsibility  of  disobedience  on  plea  of  un- 
lawfulness is  very  great,  but  so  is  the  responsibility  of  obedience. 

The  Supreme  Court  has  decided  that  a  militarv  officer  cannot  justify  him- 
self for  committing  an  unlawful  act  by  pleading  the  command  of  his  superior 
officer. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

M.  0.  MEIGS, 
Quartermaster  GeneraL 
Hon.  J.  W.  Grimes, 

Chairman  Select  Committecy  United  States  Senate, 

There  was  nothing  in  Mr.  Tucker's  antecedents  to  qualify  him  for 
the  business  of  procuring  vessels  for  the  War  Department,  and 
nothing  in  his  official  position  pointing  to  the  duty  of  superseding  the 
quartermaster  general,  or  any  of  his  assistants,  in  this  important 
branch  of  the  public  service.  Mr.  Tucker  testifies  that  he  received 
his  first  appointment  as  transport  agent  from  the  late  Secretary  of 
War,  Mr.  Cameron.  He  says  also,  (page  223:)  **  When  a  change  was 
made  in  the  head  of  the  War  Department,  about  one  year  ago,  the 
present  Secretary  of  War  asked  me  to  act  as  assistant,  to  which  I  re- 
luctantly assented,  and  have  so  continued  to  act  until  the  2l8t  instant, 
when  the  office  terminated." 

CONCLUSIONS. 

The  ground  covered  by  this  report  includes  only  a  small  portion  of 
the  duty  assigned  to  the  committee  by  the  resolution  of  December 
23.  As  previously  stated,  the  time  was  too  short  to  afford  more 
than  a  beginning — ^an  outline— of  the  work,  which  should  be  under- 
taken at  once  by  a  competent  military  commission,  and  prosecuted 
through  all  the  channels  of  the  transport  service  from  the  20th  of 
April,  1861,  to  the  present  time.  The  committee  are  overwhelmed 
with  astonishment  and  sorrow  by  the  revelations  which  have  been 
made;  but  they  believe  that  nothing  which  so  intimately  concerns  a 
free  people  should  be  concealed  from  them,  and  they  hope  that  this  in- 
vestigation may  lead  to  a  more  honest  and  economical  administration 
of  the  department  of  the  public  service  to  which  their  attention  has 
been  directed. 

The  conclusions  reached  by  the  committee,  from  the  whole  exami- 
nation in  which  they  have  been  engaged,  are — 

First.  That  vessels  to  be  employed  by  the  government  should  al- 
ways be  secured  through  the  regular  and  legitimate  channels,  upon 
offers  to  be  made  by  the  owners  or  agents  of  such  vessels,  in  answer 
to  public  advertisements. 

Second.  That  the  practice  of  employing  an  agent  to  charter  ves- 
sels, with  unlimited  power  to  fix  the  rate  of  charter,  to  determine  the 
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character  of  the  vessels  to  be  employed,  with  the  apparent  attempt 
to  fasten  the  whole  responsibility  for  such  transactions  upon  another 
party,  or  upon  another  department,  as  in  the  case  of  employing  John 
Tucker,  with  Captain  Hodges,  United  States  army,  to  charter  vessels 
for  the  McClellan  expedition — the  former  to  inspect  and  charter,  and 
the  latter  merely  to  sign  the  contracts  that  they  might  have  the  offi- 
cial sanction  of  the  quartermaster's  department — can  be  justified 
neither  upon  principle  nor  by  its  results. 

Third.  All  vessels  should  be  thoroughly  inspected,  at  the  time  of 
purchase  or  charter  by  the  government,  by  competent  experts  in 
their  professions,  who  shall  be  directly  responsible  to  the  military 
branch  of  the  government;  and  it  is  no  apology  for  the  want  of  such 
thorough  examination  to  say  that  the  vessels  had  at  some  time  during 
the  preceding  twelve  months  been  inspected  by  the  agents  of  the 
Treasury  Department. 

Fourth.  That  the  monopoly  of  chartering  vessels  by  Hall,  Loper, 
and  others,  even  were  it  known  that  their  transactions  were  honest, 
cannot  be  justified;  and  the  officers  who  knew  that  Hall,  Loper,  and 
others  were  extorting  commissions  from  the  owners  and  agents  of 
yessels,  and  permitted  such  monopoly  to  continue,  deserve  the  severest 
censure. 

Fi/lh.  The  committee  are  satisfied  that  the  late  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  War,  John  Tucker,  and  Colonel  James  Belger,  United  States 
army,  knew  of  Hall's  transactions,  and,  knowing  them,  permitted  his 
monopoly  and  illegal  practices  to  continue. 

Sixth.  That  the  practice  of  allowing  any  person  to  act,  at  the 
same  time,  in  the  double  capacity  of  broker  of  ship-owners  and 
agent  of  the  government  to  select  vessels — in  both  of  which  charac- 
ters Hall  did  act  according  to  the  testimony  of  Colonel  Belger — is 
wholly  indefensible. 

Seventh.  That  the  commissions  received  by  Hall,  Loper,  Danforth, 
and  others,  which  are  estimated  by  the  committee  to  amount,  in  the 
aggregate,  to  several  hundred  thousand  dollars,  rightfully  belong  to 
the  government,  and  immediate  steps  should  be  taken  by  the  War 
Department  to  ascertain  the  amount  due  from  each,  and  to  secure  the 
money. 

Eighth.  That  many  of  the  charters  effected  by,  through,  or  under 
the  agency  of  Hall,  Loper,  and  others,  were  secured  at  exorbitant 
prices,  and  are  otherwise  tainted  with  fraud.  All  such  charters 
should  be  at  once  annulled,  and  steps  taken  to  restore  to  the  treasury 
the  sums  thus  extorted  or  fraudulently  obtained. 

Ninth.  That  all  the  charters  with  Charles  Coblens  were  exorbitant 
in  price,  and  were  tainted  with  fraud;  that  both  Coblens  and  Pickrell 
should  be  made  to  disgorge  their  ill-gotten  gains,  and  the  charters 
should  be  annulled. 

Tmth.  That  no  money  should  be  paid  upon  charters  with  Coblens, 
Hall,  Loper,  etc.,  upon  vessels  owned  in  whole  or  in  part  by  them, 
until  the  amounts  honestly  and  equitably  due  to  the  government, 
growing  out  of  their  transactions,  shall  be  ascertained  and  paid. 

Eleventh.  That  the  facts  heretofore  recited  concerning'  Colonel 
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James  Belger  are  sufficiently  grave  to  warrant  their  being  examined 
by  a  military  court. 

Twelfth.  That  the  sums  of  money  obtained  by  James  B.  Danforth, 
of  New  York,  from  the  owners  of  the  steamer  Metamora,  and  from 
the  owners  of  other  vessels,  were  obtained  in  violation  of  law,  and 
against  public  policy,  and  that  steps  should  be  taken  to  cause  it  to 
be  paid  into  the  treasury. 

Thirteenth.  The  War  Department  can  only  restore  confidence  in 
its  transactions  in  connexion  with  army  transportation,  by  inflexibly 
adhering  to  the  rule,  that  contracts  shall  only  be  made  with  the 
owners  of  vessels,  or  with  their  immediate,  legitimate,  established 
agents,  and  that  every  officer  who  shall  be  shown  to  be  influenced  in 
the  slightest  degree  in  awarding  a  charter  by  fear,  favor,  affection, 
or  the  hope  of  reward,  or  who  shall  ever  give  reasonable  ground  for 
suspicion  of  the  honesty  of  his  conduct,  shall  be  summarily  punished, 
if  guilty. 

Fourteenth.  The  cases  of  perjury  shown  in  the  testimony  taken 
by  this  committee  should  become  subjects  of  judicial  investigation. 
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By  virtue  of  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  adopted 
December  22y  1862,  and  also  a  resolution  adopted  December  23, 1862, 
to  inquire  into  the  manner  of  the  employment  of  transport  vessels  for 
the  army  of  the  United  Stages. 


Washington,  Friday y  December  26,  1862. 
James  Belgeb,  being  daly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State,  if  you  please,  your  name,  age,  and  occupation. 

Answer.  I  am  a  colonel  in  the  army  of  the  United  States.  My  age 
is  forty- three  years,  if  I  recollect  aright.  My  occupation  now  is  quar- 
termaster at  Baltimore. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  stationed  at  Baltimore? 

Answer.  I  was  sent  there  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1861. 

Question.  What  has  been  the  character  of  your  business? 

Answer.  Furnishing  supplies,  sir,  of  every  kind  for  the  govern- 
ment, from  almost  the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi  to  Fairfax  Court- House. 
The  business  of  my  office  is  immense.  They  call  upon  me  for  almost 
every  sort  of  thing  and  from  almost  everywhere.  My  business  at  Bal- 
timore is  to  furnish  army  supplies  generally. 

Question.  Has  it  been  a  part  of  your  business  to  furnish  transports 
to  the  army  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  furnish  any  transports  for  what  is  known  as  the 
Bankd  expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  think  not. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  any  vessels  for  Burnside's  expedition? 
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Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  remember  that  I  did.  If  I  did,  it  was 
bj  order  of  Mr.  Tucker,  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War.  I  do  not 
recollect  now  that  I  did,  sir  ?  I  maj  have  taken  up  vessels  and  char- 
tered them  bj  his  direction,  when  it  was  so  stated  in  the  order. 

Question.  Such  vessels  as  you  did  charter  were  chartered  at  his  in- 
stance ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  in  ever  j  instance  bj  his  direction  or  that  of  the 
quartermaster  general. 

Question.  I)id  either  of  them  specify  to  you  the  vessels  70a  were  to 
charter,  or  the  persons  of  whom  you  were  to  charter  them  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  thej  specified  the  vessel,  or  they  would  describe 
the  kind  of  a  vessel  or  vessels  required,  and  I  would  find  out  such 
vessels,  if  in  that  port,  and  then  charter  them,  but  first  telegraph  the 
prices,  &o. 

Question.  Did  they^  or  either  of  them,  direct  you  as  to  the  persons 
of  whom  you  should  charter  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember  that  they  did. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Tucker  ever  tell  you  that  you  must  confine  your 
charters  to  a  man  named  A.  0.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  If  you  will  allow  me,  I  will  here  add  a  word  of 
explanation.  A  great  many  vessels  were  taken  up  for  the  Bnrnside 
expedition.  Mr.  Hall  was  written  to  to  take  up  the  vessels.  I  then 
thought  that  it  was  a  little  strange  that  he  should  not  have  written  to 
me.    The  quartermaster — 

Question,  (interposing.)  By  whom  was  he  written  to  ? 

Answer.  He  was  written  to  by  Mr.  Tucker.  I  was  going  on  to  say, 
the  quartermaster  general  wrote  to  me  to  know  how  it  happened  that 
there  were  so  many  vessels  chartered  in  the  name  of  A.  C.  Hall ;  he 
said  he  thought  it  looked  like  a  monopoly.  I  did  not  know  anything 
about  it  further  than  that  Mr.  Hall  Drought  these  contracts  to  me, 
with  instructions  from  Mr.  Tucker,  to  sign,  in  order  to  make  them 
complete  instruments.  He  had  already  chartered  the  vessels  himself 
by  direction  of  Mr.  Tucker.  His  explanation  of  the  matter  to  me, 
when  I  called  upon  him,  was  this :  for  instance,  they  wanted  a  vessel 
taken  up  hurriedly,  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and  he  had  these  charters 
made  np  and  signed  by  him  as  a  matter  of  convenience,  to  fxirther 
the  interests  of  the  government  in  getting  vessels  off  rapidly. 

Question.  Then  Mr.  Hall  was  virtually  the  agent  of  Mr.  Tucker, 
and  you  were  only  used  to  give  o£Scial  character  to  the  transaction  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  my  understanding  and  that  was  his 
explanation.  I  called  upon  him  and  told  him,  ''  General  Meigs  says 
it  looks  like  a  monopoly."  He  explained  it  in  that  way.  Mr.  Hall 
came  up  here  to  Washington,  and  he  and  Mr.  Tucker  went  over  to 
the  o£Sce  of  the  quartermaster  general,  and  it  was  all  explained,  and 
I  heard  no  more  about  it. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  any  vessels  for  the  Port  Boyal  or  DuPont 
expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  remember  that  I  did  now. 

Question.  How  many  vessels  do  you  think  you  have  chartered  for 
the  government? 

Answer.  Well,  I  have  chartered  on  my  own  account  very  few ;  but 
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&r  tbe  gOYemment  service  I  have  chartered  a  good  man j  barges  and 
scbooners.  I  chartered  a  handred  barges,  the  other  day,  for  this 
Fredericksburg  expedition. 

Question.  Mow  many  vessels  in  all  have  been  chartered  bj  A.  0. 
Hall? 

Answer.  A  great  many,  sir.  I  could  not  now  answer  that  question 
folly.  He  chartered  a  good  many  vessels  to  take  off  the  pontoon 
train  ;  and  on  railroads  I  have  sent  off  a  great  many  cars,  engines, 
&c.,  from  Baltimore  to  Yorktown  ;  and  I  have  sent  some  vessels  off 
recently  with  engines  to  Newbern. 

Question.  Were  the  rates  at  which  Hall  chartered  the  vessels  deter- 
mined by  you  or  him  ? 

Answer.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  that.  I  just  signed  those  he 
presented  to  me  to  perfect  the  instruments — to  give  them  o£Scial  char- 
acter. I  don't  know  anything  about  it.  I  have  here  a  list  of  vessels 
that  I  have  chartered  myself;  these  I  had  my  T)wn  man  to  inspect. 
A  great  many  of  the  barges  that  had  been  chartered  had  turned  out 
to  be  not  good  barges.  I  ordered  him  to  give  these  a  very  thorough 
examination  ;  and  I  have  had  some  experience  in  that  way. 

Question.  Is  Mr.  Hall  a  ship-owner  or  a  ship-broker  ? 

A.  He  is  acting  as  ship-broker.  He  does  not  own  any  at  all,  I  un- 
derstand. He  tdd  me  the  only  interest  he  had  in  the  vessels  was, 
they  paid  him  so  much  for  his  services.  It  seemed  to  be  a  sort  of 
business  concern. 

Question.  What  did  he  receive  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  told  me  he  received  five  per  cent,  on  the  vessels 
he  chartered. 

Question.  Was  that  five  per  cent,  paid  by  the  party  with  whom  the 
charter  was  made  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Hall  would  always  have  to  come  to  my 
office  to  get  me  to  sign  the  account,  and  the  check  was  drawn  always 
in  his  name ;  or,  rather,  the  certificate  of  indebtedness,  whatever  it 
was.  I  wanted  to  have  these  things  transferred,  and  I  said  to  him, 
'<  This  is  a  business  of  your  own ;  but  I  have  been  written  to  by  the 
quartermaster  general  about  this.  All  I  know  is  what  I  was  ordered 
to  do."  He  filled  up  the  charter-party.  As  agent  of  the  govern- 
ment, I.  was  the  other  party  to  the  charter-party. 

Question.  Did  he  also  act  as  the  agent  of  others  than  these  ship- 
brokers  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Heslen  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  know  a  man  named  Heslen,  a  ship-broker. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  chartering  vessels  to  Mr.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  applying  to  you  to  charter  vessels, 
and  your  telling  him  he  must  go  to  Hall  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  that  is  not  so.  Always,  when  I  have  been  di- 
rected to  charter  a  vessel  or  vessels,  they  have  been  named ;  except 
that  now  and  then  I  have  been  ordered  to  send  off  transports,  and 
then  I  would  send  for  Mr.  Hall  to  come  to  me ;  but*  I  never  referred 
any  one  to  him,  except  where  the  charters  were  signed  and  made  by 
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Captain  Hodges,  in  New  York.  They  would  come  to  me  to  know 
where  they  would  get  their  pay. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Hall  receiving  seven  and  a  half  per  cent, 
commission  for  the  Burnside  expedition  vessels  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  In  cases  where  you  were  not  acting  under  instructions 
from  Mr.  Tucker,  hut  it  was  open  for  you  to  act  upon  your  own  judg- 
ment, did  you  charter  vessels  of  other  persons  as  well  as  Hall  ? 

Answer.  I  was  a  stranger  there,  and  used  to  send  to  Mr.  Hall  to 
get  the  vessels  for  me,  and  I  confined  him  to  the  lowest  rate  always. 
He  assisted  me  very  much.     He  has  been  a  very  useful  man. 

Question.  Then  your  charters,  which  were  made  independent  of 
Mr.  Tucker,  were  also  made  through  Mr.  Hall  as  well  as  those  made 
under  the  direction  of  Mr.  Tucker  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  ^  I  don't  know  anything  about  Mr.  Tucker  ;  but 
whenever  I  wanted  a  vessel  of  Mr.  Hall  I  would  say  to  him,  "  I  want 
such  a  vessel,  and  I  don't  want  to  go  into  the  market  for  it.  You  go 
and  pick  me  out  such  a  vessel,  and  charter  it  at  the  lowest  rate." 

Question.  Did  you  charter  a  vessel  of  anybody  else  except  Hall? 

Answer.  Oh  I  yes,  sir. 

Question.  Of  whom  ? 

Answer.  Well,  the  captains  themselves  whenever  I  could  find  them. 

Question.  Can  you  name  them  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  now. 

Question.  Can  you  name  the  vessels? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  at  this  moment;  but  I  have  here  a  list  of  100 
barges. 

Question.  Can  you  name  any  steamers  and  tugs? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  There  is  the  Columbia.  I  chartered  her  from 
the  owners.  Mr.  Worthington,  an  old  citizen  of  Baltimore,  was  the 
agent;  the  president  of  the  company  lives  at  Washington.  Also,  the 
Pocahontas;  I  chartered  her  from  the  owners.  The  cases  where  I 
chartered  of  Mr.  Hall  were,  where  I  wanted  a  vessel,  say  to  take  a 
load  of  cattle,  or  coal,  or  something  of  the  kind,  to  Fort  Monroe. 
Latterly,  I  have  done  without  him,  as  I  have  a  very  good  man  there, 
Captain  Masters,  that  I  have  known  always;  he  is  in  my  employ. 

Question.  You  don't  act  through  Mr,  Hall? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  Mr,  Hall  assisted.  I  charter  direct  when  I  can 
find  the  captains.  Sometimes  the  captains  go  off  and  do  not  leave 
authority  with  their  mates,  and  Mr.  Hall  goes  and  gets  them. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  steamer  Patapsco? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did. 

Question ,  At  what  price? 

Answer.  I  forget  the  price  now.  The  record  is  at  the  Quarter- 
master General's  oflBce. 

Question.  Did  you  know,  at  the  time  she  was  chartered,  anything 
of  her  value  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  She  was  chartered  for  a  special  purpose.  She 
was  a  small  vessel.  I  am  not  so  certain  now  about  having  chartered 
the  Patapsco.  These  vessels  all  came  to  me  from  Fort  Monroe,  and 
Washington,  and  Newbern,  and  wherever  I  supplied — I  don't  remem- 
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now.  I  have  chartered  comparatively  few  steamers,  hut  a  great 
ly  barges  and  schooners,  and  always  referred  to  Washington  for 
authority.  This  steamer  Patapsco  is  a  tug.  She  was  not  era- 
sed there.  I  think  I  have  certified  to  her  service,  but  I  don't 
ember  that  I  have  ever  paid  her  anything.  I  think  she  was  char- 
d  by  Captain  Hodges,  of  New  York,  but  I  cannot  answer  that 
Btion  as  fully  as  I  would  like  to. 
[ueetion    Do  you  know  the  tug  Haswell  ? 

Luswer.  Yes,  sir;  she  is  in  my  employ  now.     She  was  reported  to 
ft  day  or  two  ago  as  not  fit  for  service  in  the  Baltimore  harbor,  and 
nt  for  Mr  Huggins  yesterday,  to  get  his  boat,  the  tug  Mary. 
Question.  Of  whom  was  she  chartered? 

Lnswer.  I  think,  of  Mr.  Hall  or  Mr.  Coblens;  I  think  he  owns  the 
t,  or  has  something  to  do  with  it.  I  sent  her  off  with  some  barges 
ow  some  time  ago,  and  she  broke  down.  I  have  not  had  her  for 
le  time.  ^ 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  tug  Fairy  Queen  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  so. 
Question .  Of  whom  ? 

Lnswer.    I  am  not  so  certain,  now,  about  the  Fairy  Queen.     It  is 
opinion  she  was  chartered  by  Captain  Hodges,  of  New  York. 
Question.  You  think  the  Patapsco,  Fairy  Queen,  and  Haswell  were 
chartered  by  Captain  Hodges  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  a  good  deal  of  tugging  about  the  harbor 
lo  there,  and  I  chartered  one  of  Mr.  Huggins  yesterday — Christmas. 
Question.  Do  you  know  of  either  of  these  boats  being  used  for  towing 
vate  boats  while  they  were  in  government  employ  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir;  it  would  be  worth  a  man's  head  to  interfere  with 
in  that  way.     They  don't  take  any  such  liberties  with  me. 
Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  steamboat  Baltimore? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
Question.  Did  you  charter  her  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  whom  she  was  chartered? 
Answer.  She  was  chartered,  I  think,  of  Mr.  Coblens. 
Question.  By  whom? 

Answer.  By  Captain  Hodges,  I  think,  and  by  direction  of  Mr. 
cker.     I  thought  of  looking  into  tbat  thing  to-day. 
Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  tug-boat  Edwin  Forrest? 
^ns^^^r.  I  have  heard  of  such  a  boat ;  I  don't  think  she  has  been 
Baltimore  for  some  time. 
[Question.  Was  she  chartered  there? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  she  was  chartered  there. 
Question.  By  Mr.  Tucker's  direction? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  the  same  way;  I  think  she  was  chartered 
'  the  Burnside  expedition. 
Question.  By  Mr.  Hall? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  or  by  Captain  Hodges.     Mr.  Hall  acted  as  the 
5ent  of  Captain  Hodges. 

Qaestion.  Do  you  know  of  the  tug-boat  Lioness? 
Answer.  I  had  the  tug-boat  Lioness  there  for  repairs  at  one  time^ 
Rep.  Com.  84 3 
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bat  not  loDg.     They  have  made  a  depot  there  for  repairs  for  all  these 
steamers.     A  great  many  of  them  take  very  extensive  repairs. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  you  chartered  her  or  not  ? 

Answer.  I  think  she  was  chartered  by  Captain  Hodges. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  James  Murray? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  of  that  boat.  • 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  her  being  used  at  Baltimore,  or  having 
been  chartered  there? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  don't  remember  enough  about  the  boat.  I  know 
one  thing:  I  have  made  the  owners  pay  pretty  roundly  for  the  repairs. 
I  believe  it  was  estimated  that  I  had  saved  the  government  $60,000; 
that  is,  that  would  have  gone  if  I  had  not  watched  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  propeller  Telegraph? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  did  not  charter  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,     I  chartered  very  few  steamers  comparatively. 

Question   Then,  I  understand  that  neither  the  Baltimore,  the  Has-  { 
well,  the  Edwin  Forrest,  the  Lioness,  the  James  Murray,   nor  the 
Telegraph  was  chartered  by  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  in  respect  to  the  Haswell,  I  think,  perhaps,  I  did 
charter  her  for  a  short  time;  I  can  ascertain. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  barge  Delaware? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  there  was  a  barge  Delaware. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  her,  or  was  she  chartered  by  some  other 
party  ? 

Answer.  She  was  chartered  by  some  other  party.  She  was  there 
in  Baltimore  and  was  sent,  I  think,  to  Fort  Monroe.  I  recollect  the 
name,  because  the  boat  was  wrecked,  or  something  of  the  sort. 

Question.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  William  Applegate? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  William  Applegarth. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  applying  to  you  to  charter  vessels? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  tell  him  that  Hall  was  the  only  party  through 
whom  you  could  act? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  chartered  some  through  Mr.  Applegarth  my- 
self. They  were  schooners.  You  see,  I  sent  a  great  deal  of  lumber, 
&c. ,  from  there. 

Question.  Can  you  give  their  names? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  them. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  having  to  pay  Hall  five  per  cent,  on 
them? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  but  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  so,  because  Mr.  Hall 
told  me  that  they  all  paid  him  five  per  cent.,  and  I  know  of  no  dis- 
tinction being  made  in  his  favor. 

Question.  Do  you  understand  Mr.  Hall  to  say  that  he  charged  all 
these  parties  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  understand  so  from  him  and  from  his  testimony  here. 

Question.  Do  you  understand  that  it  was  five  per  cent,  on  all  re- 
ceived during  the  continuance  of  the  charter-party  ? 

Answer.  That  was  the  impression  made  upon  me.  He  told  me 
himself  that  he  bad  testified  to  that  before  a  committee  of  some  sort ; 
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but  I  never  sent  a  man  to  Mr.  Hall  to  charter  vessels  where  I  could 
charter  them  myselt.  I  went  there  a  stranger,  and  Mr.  Tucker  ex- 
pressed such  confidence  in  him,  giving  him  these  charters  to  make 
up,  and  he  having  acted  for  Captain  Hodges  in  New  York,  I  thought 
he  was  the  very  man  for  me  to  employ.  Captain  Hodges  was  the 
quartermaster  at  New  York  for  that  duty. 

Question.  Were  vessels  allowed  to  remain  at  the  government  ship- 
yard that  were  unchartered  a  long  time  after  they  were  repaired  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  am  the  greatest  terror  of  all  these  ship  men. 
I  will  not  allow  them  to  lie  there  a  minute  beyond  the  proper  time. 
I  deduct  every  moment  that  they  are  delayed.  I  take  off  everything 
except  for  wear  and  tear. 

Question.  You  say  you  do  not  know  of  Mr.  Hall  receiving  pay  for 
towing  private  vessels  while  the  tugs  were  in  the  employ  of  the  gov- 
ernment ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  if  he  has,  I  hope  that  they  will  send  him  to  the 
worst  prison  in  America. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  any  vessels  of  John  R.  Rhoads? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  that  name  was  sent  to  me  the  other  day  by  Gen- 
eral Meigs. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  chartering  vessels  to  Hall  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  such  a  vessel  as  the  H.  E.  Browne  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  of  such  a  vessel,  but  I  do  not  know  her. 

Question    Did  you  charter  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  don't  think  I  did.  The  vessels  chartered  by 
me  were  comparatively  few,  as  compared  with  what  I  have  signed. 

Question.  Did  John  R.  Rhoads  apply  to  you  to  charter  vessels? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember  that  he  did.  I  don't  remember  him  at 
all;  but  his  name  was  sent  to  me  the  other  day  by  the  quartermaster 
general. 

Question.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  John  Rose? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  charter  any  vessels  of  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Hall's  ever  chartering  any  of  him  7 

Answer.  Well,  Mr.  Hall  may  have  done  so,  because  he  brought  all 
these  vessels  to  me  as  I  have  said;  I  did  not  know  any  thing  about 
the  owners  or  their  names.  All  these  charters  are  signed  by  Mr.  Hall, 
and  I  have  had  a  great  many  vessels  in  my  employ  where  I  did  not 
know  the  names  of  the  owners.     I  did  not  know  Mr.  Rose  at  all. 

Question.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Andrew  Gray,  or  Gregg  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  guess  there  is  a  man  there  named  Gregg;  I 
know  him  very  slightly;  I  think  he  has  something  to  do  with  ship- 
ping.    I  don't  know  Mr.  Gray. 

Question.  You  never  chartered  any  boats  of  Mr.  Gray  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  boats  being  chartered  by  him  to 
government? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  don't  know  of  any  boats  of  his  being  employed 
by  government. 
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Question.  (By  Mr.  Kennedy.)  Do  you  know  of  any  ship  man  b; 
name  of  Andrew  Gray  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  Why  did  Mr.  Tucker  confine  i 
charter-parties  exclusively  to  Mr.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  Well,  as  I  waa  a  subordinate,  I  did  not  ask  any  quest 

Question.  Could  not  these  vessels  have  been  chartered,  so  i 
have  saved  to  the  government  this  five  per  cent,  commission  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  think  all  my  charters  compare  well  with  ot 
I  have  the  reputation  of  having  chartered  these  steamers  very  lo^ 
know  that,  as  to  the  Columbia,  I  had  her  in  service  for  |3,000  a  m< 

Question.  Your  charters  are  without  commission? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  -And  your  charters  are  lower  than  the  others,  wher 
commission  was  paid  ? 

Answer.  I  would  like  to  explain.  For  instance,  I  had  the  Co 
bia  chartered  at  |100  a  day,  and  she  coaled  herself;  but  when  sh 
chartered  for  this  expedition  she  was  chartered  at  |350  a  day  rig] 
for  the  same  service.    I  had  used  her  on  one  trip  in  case  of  emergi 

Question.  Who  chartered  her  for  that  expedition? 

Answer.  Mr.  Hall  chartered  her  to  Captain  Hodges;  but  I  wil 
that  the  demand  might  then  have  been  much  greater.  It  would 
that  explanation.  But  my  record  shows  that  I  chartered  he 
$3,000  a  month.  At  the  time  of  this  expedition  a  telegram  came 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  Mr.  Hall  to  pick  up  all  the  vessels  he  c 
That  made  them  go  right  up  in  their  price,  but  I  had  had  that  i 
in  service  at  |100  a  day,  and  there  is  a  contention  in  regard  to 
thing  between  the  president  of  the  company  and  myself.  He  sa 
wanted  me  to  make  out  an  account  difierently.  I  paid  him  all 
the  charter  called  for. 

Question.  I  understand,  then,  that  you  had  the  Columbia  char 
at|l00aday? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  |3,000  a  month,  and  she  coaled  herself. 

Question.  And  she  was  afterwards,  she  being  in  the  same  condi 
chartered  by  Hall,  at  the  instance  of  Mr.  Tucker,  at  |350  a  daj 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  that  is  it ;  but  I  would  like  to  say 
the  demand  for  steamers  was  then  much  greater. 

Question.  Without  her  coaling  herself? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  what  her  charter  was  in  that  respec 
could  get  steamers  there  at  very  low  charters  before  the  Burnsid 
pedition. 

Question.  Has  any  clerk  in  your  office,  to  your  knowledge,  bee 
ceiving  compensalion — commissions  or  presents — from  any  parties 
were  transacting  business  in  your  office? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge.  My  instructions  to  my  clerl 
that  subject  have  always  been  strict,  and  if  there  ever  was  a 
taken,  or  a  repori  was  brought  to  me  of  anything  of  the  kind, 
the  man  who  received  such  a  present  should  be  immediately  dismi 
I  have  always  given  them  cautions,  and  threatened  them  on  that 
ject.  My  clerks  are  kept  pretty  strict.  They  have  got  two  or 
of  them  over  here  now.     I  would  say,  also,  in  continuation  of  thi 
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8wer,  that  when  the  detectives  came  into  my  office  I  asked  the  ques- 
tion and  told  them  to  ask  every  one  of  my  men.  I  said,  ''  I  don't 
know  what  you  are  being  taken  away  for ;  but  what  have  been  my  in- 
structions to  you  and  my  orders  in  case  any  clerk  in  my  office  should 
act  improperly?"  The  reply  was,  *'An  unqualified  dismissal."  I 
said,  "Now  you  are  going  to  Washington.  If  there  is  anything 
against  me  or  my  affairs,  I  want  you  should  testify  readily  against 
me."  I  always  hold  my  clerks  in  that  way.  I  never  let  a  man 
think  I  am  dependent  on  him  in  the  least  for  his  services.  I  hold 
that  to  be  a  sound  military  rule.  I  never  have  a  clerk  to  think  that 
I  am  dependent  on  him,  and  I  think  if  there  were  less  of  that  in  the 
army  it  would  be  better.  I  understand,  since  I  have  been  over  here, 
that  one  or  two  have  received  presents.  If  it  is  so,  I  hope  they  will 
be  punished  to  the  extent  of  the  law. 

Question.  When  did  you  last  see  Mr.  Tucker  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not  seen  Mr.  Tucker  for  six  or  seven  months.  I  just 
saw  him  a  moment  passing  my  office  on  the  way  to  Philadelphia. 

Question.  When  did  you  see  Mr.  Hall  last? 

Answer.  I  see  Mr.  Hall  almost  every  day.  I  saw  him  yesterday 
morning.     He  is  in  Baltimore. 

Question.  How  long  has  he  resided  in  Baltimore? 

Answer.  I  don't  know — a  great  many  years.  His  name  is  A.  C. 
Hall.     He  is  a  large  man. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  case  where  Hall  received  more  than 
five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  did  not  know  that  until  he  told  me  so  himself. 
He  admitted  it  to  me.     He  said  that  that  was  his  testimotiy. 

Question.  He  admitted  to  you  that  he  received  five  per  cent.,  not 
only  on  all  the  vessels  he  himself  chartered,  but  all  that  were  char- 
tered at  Baltimore  by  the  government  through  the  agency  of  any  one 
else  ? 

Answer.  That  is  what  I  heard  him  say.  Whether  it  applied  to 
both  or  not,  1  cannot  say  ;  or  whether  it  applied  only  to  those  char- 
tered by  me.     They  were  comparatively  few. 

Question.  What  proportion  of  the  vessels  were  chartered  at  your 
instance  ? 

Answer.  I  think  they  were  remarkably  few,  sir,  of  those  that  were 
chartered. 

Question.  One  in  twenty,  or  one  in  forty? 

Answer.  I  should  think  at  least  one-twentieth.  I  don't  think  there 
was  more  than  one-twentieth. 

Question.  Were  all  the  balance,  the  nineteen-twentieths,  chartered 
by  Mr.  Hall? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  not  where  I  could  find  the  owners. 

Question.  You  say  you  only  chartered  one-twentieth.  Who  char- 
tered the  other  nineteen-twentieths  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Hall,  by  the  direction  of  Mr.  Tucker.  The  number 
I  have  chartered  myself  is  comparatively  few.  I  have  had  the  use  of 
steamers  that  others  have  chartered. 

Question.  Then  I  understand  from  you  that  you  had  no  control 
over  Mr.  Hall? 


f 


38  TESTIMONY. 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  he  was  not  in  my  employ  at  all — except  to  pay 
him  for  his  services. 

Question.  Did  you  know  that  Mr.  Tucker  was  aware  of  the  per 
cent,  that  Mr.  Hall  was  receiving? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  he  was  not  aware  of  it? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it.  All  I  know  about  that 
matter  is  what  Mr.  Hall  admitted  to  me,  himself,  the  other  day  about 
his  testimony. 

Question.  Has  it  not  been  a  notorious  fact  in  Baltimore,  for  months, 
that  Hall  was  receiving  five  per  cent.? 

Answer.  It  was  never  brought  to  me  until  Mr.  Hall  told  me.  I 
know  this :  I  never  would  pay  Hall,  without  the  captain  of  the  ves- 
^  sel  being  present.  I  would  sign  the  check,  and  then  hand  it  to  him. 
'  That  was  necessary  from  the  fact  of  his  signing  these  charter-parties. 
Where  we  pay  certificates  of  indebtedness,  I  am  required  to  take  the 
name  of  the  person  to  whom  it  is  transferred ;  he  is  to  take  it  in  my  pres- 
ence. I  have  always  paid  these  certificates  in  the  presence  of  Mr. 
Hall,  and  the  check  was  handed  to  him  in  the  presence  of  the  captain. 
He  said  that  Mr.  Tucker  explained  it  all  to  General  Meigs.  All  I  had 
to  say  in  my  report  was,  I  signed  all  these  charters ;  and  it  was  &  great 
bore  to  me  to  sign  so  many  papers. 

Question.  You  have  no  knowledge  of  the  charter  of  the  Pat^psco  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Had  you  any  knowledge  of  the  tug  herself,  or  where  she 
was  going  ? 

Answer.  She  was  in  the  employ  of  the  government,  and  she  was 

Eut  on  the  ways  for  repairs.  I  have  never  seen  the  vessel.  I  don't 
now  much  about  her.  I  don't  think  she  is  a  vessel  of  any  great  ca- 
pacity or  power.     That  is  my  impression. 

Question.  Nor  value? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  nor  value.  I  know  we  have  a  great  many  ves- 
sels there  ;  if  they  had  taken  the  trouble  I  did  to  liave  them  inspected 
they  would  not  have  been  received  ;  but  I  have  made  the  owners  pay 
pretty  well  for  the  repairs.  They  complained  very  much  of  my  course, 
because  I  was  so  v6ry  rigid. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  In  chartering  transports,  has  the  price 
been  uniform?     If  it  is  not  uniform,  upon  what  does  it  depend? 

Answer.  Well,  the  price  has  been  very  uniform  for  all  that  I  have 
chartered — every  one.  Take  this  list  I  have  here,  of  the  barges  I 
chartered,  and  you  will  see.     There  are  99. 

Question.   Are  they  chartered  by  the  ton? 

Answer.  No,  air;  by  the  day. 

Question.  Does  it  depend  on  the  capacity  of  the  vessel? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  some  are  at  |10  ;  some  at  |12  ;  according  to  the 
capacity  of  the  barges. 

Question.  Here,  for  instance,  is  one  of  200  tons  at  $12,  and  another 
of  60  tons  at  $10. 

Answer.  Well,  the  200-ton  barge  is  a  very  cheap  charter. 

Question.  Are  they  uniform  in  price  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question.  Here  is  one  of  200  tons  at  $12,  and  one  of  130  tons  at 
|10. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  way  they  are  registered ;  but  this 
vessel  of  130  tons  will  not  carry  more  freight  than  some  smaller  ves- 
sels. That  is  the  way  they  are  registered — as  the  captain  gave 
them  to  me. 

Question.  It  seems  to  be  almost  invariably  $10  or  $12. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  They  said  charter  them  at  once.  They  waited 
until  jnst  at  the  time  when  they  wanted  the  barges.  So,  here  the  other 
day,  they  waited  until  they  were  out  of  coal,  and  then  telegraphed 
for  coal  to  be  sent  at  once. 

Question.  What  would  be  a  fair  price  per  ton  per  month  for  trans- 
port vessels  ? 

Answer.  Four  dollars,  I  think,  sir — four  dollars  per  ton  per  month  ; 
I  think  that  is  my  charter.  That  is  the  price  fixed  by  the  depart- 
ment, as  I  am  informed  by  Mr.  Hall. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Kennedy.)  Would  not  these  charters  vary  with 
the  demand  for  them  at  the  time  ? 

Answer.  Oh  I  yes,  sir ;  that  produces  the  changes  of  price.I  have 
chartered  vessels  at  so  much  per  ton  per  month  ;  or  if  they  are  not 
required  for  a  month  I  pay  them  at  the  rate  of  so  much  for  the  time. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  Are  all  these  charter-parties  paid 
through  you? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  all  that  I  chartered  myself. 

Question.  And  all  that  you  chartered  through  Hall  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  you  see,  a  great  many  of  these  charters  by  Mr. 
Hall  were  simply  chartered  by  direction  of  Mr.  Tucker,  and  were  paid 
for  by  Captain  Hodges  and  others.  I  only  estimate  for  funds  for 
those  I  charter  myself;  for  instance,  there  are  100  barges  in  that  list, 
and  I  estimate  for  the  money  to  pay  them. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  When  Mr.  Hall  wanted  to  fill  out  a 
charter-party  you  were  not  consulted  as  to  the  capacity  of  the  vessel 
or  the  price  to  be  paid  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  except  where  I  chartered  myself. 

Question.  In  nineteen  out  of  twenty  cases  you  knew  nothing  about 
the  vessel — the  capacity  or  value,  or  the  price  to  be  paid  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  he  only  brought  me  the  letter  of  Mr.  Tucker,  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  that  he  wanted  me  to  perfect  those 
charters. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  Then,  that  being  perfected,  thecharter- 
ing-party  received  his  pay  from  the  department? 

Answer.  From  the  quartermaster  that  these  vessels  were  chartered 
by  ;  by  Captain  Hodges,  in  many  instances.  In  such  cases  as  I  had 
employed  them  I  certified  to  the  time. 

Question.  Did  you  say  you  paid  Mr.  Hall  compensation? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  did  not  pay  him  any  compensation,  but  in  pay- 
ing checks  out  I  drew  the  checks  to  Mr.  Hall,  because  he  signed  the 
charter-party. 

Question.  Did  he  sign  for  the  owner  ? 

Answer  No,  sir  :  he  signed  A.  C.  Hall.  He  became  a  party  to  the 
charter.     He  was  their  agent.     He  has  frequently  advanced  money 
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when  I  have  been  out  of  funds,  for  a  few  days.  He  has  advanced 
money  to  these  captains  ;  he  has  told  me  that  himself.  The  record 
shows  that  a  very  large  amount  of  money  has  been  paid  to  Mr.  Hall^ 
because  the  check  was  drawn  to  Mr.  Hall,  and  the  charter-party 
signed  by  Mr.  Hall ;  but  he  told  me  that  it  was  not  his  money  at  all, 
except  the  percentage  that  he  drew  for  it. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  When  you  paid  him  this  money  in 
the  presence  of  the  captains,  did  he  always  take  out  his  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  He  just  took  the  check,  and  they  went  off  together.  I 
never  knew  anything  about  his  transactions. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  The  check  did  not  cover  the  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  it  was  simply  for  the  service.  The  check  just 
covered  the  compensation  for  the  vessel.  Whatever  was  deducted  for 
Mr.  Hall  by  the  captain  I  don't  know  anything  about.  The  check 
covered  the  whole  that  was  paid,  and  the  captain  came  short  five  per 
cent.,  so  I  understand;  so  Mr.  Hall  admits  himself. 

Question.  That  is,  the  understanding  was.  Hall  was  to  get  his 
compensation  for  transacting  this  business  for  the  government  from 
the  party  who  chartered  the  vessel. 

Answer.  Tes,  sir;  but  that  is  a  matter  I  didn't  know  anything 
about  until  within  a  few  days.  I  always  tell  a  man  who  wants  to  sell 
me  a  horse  or  charter  a  steamer  to  come  to  me  himself.  He  has  just 
as  good  a  right  to  come  to  me  as  Mr.  Hall  has.  I  don't  know  the 
reason  it  was  done  in  that  way.  I  had  asked  Mr.  Hall  to  look  through 
the  city  or  the  harbor,  to  find  a  vessel,  and  wherever  he  could  to  bring 
me  the  owner  of  the  vessel.  You  will  see  by  these  charges  in  this  list 
that  they  they  are  all  signed  by  the  captains  themselves.  I  did  not 
like  that  way  of  doing  where  he  signed.  The  quartermaster  general 
said  it  looked  like  a  monopoly.  I  said  Mr.  Hall  could  explain  that 
himself.  He  came  over  here,  and  he  and  Mr.  Tucker  went  over  and 
explained  it.  They  put  that  extra  labor  on  me,  when  they  ought  to 
have  attended  to  it  themselves. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  I  wish  to  be  sure,  colonel,  that  I  un- 
derstand you  correctly.  You  had  orders  from  Mr.  Tucker  to  not  con- 
trol Mr.  Hall  in  the  charter  of  these  vessels,  but  to  allow  him  to  charter 
what  he  pleased,  and  for  you  to  give  these  charters  your  official  sanc- 
tion. 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  you  misunderstood  me.  I  knew  nothing  of  the 
instructions  from  Mr.  Tucker  at  all.  After  the  vessels  were  all  char- 
tered, and  he  brought  it  to  me  to  sign,  and  complete  the  charter,  I 
thought  it  very  queer.  Mr.  Hall  brought  me  a  letter.  The  letter  was 
addressed  to  Mr.  Hall.     I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Question.  Have  you  a  copy  of  that  letter  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  don't  think  I  have ;  but  I  can  get  it  from  Mr. 
Hall.  He  brought  it  to  me.  I  thought  it  veVy  queer.  I  have  char- 
tered vessels  by  direction  of  Mr.  Tucker,  and  where  I  have  changed 
the  charter-party,  (on  one  or  two  occasions  I  have  increased  the  char- 
ter by  direction  of  Mr.  Tucker,  writing  it  in  red  ink  on  the  margin,) 
they  have  objected  to  it  here.  I  called  the  attention  of  the  depart- 
men|;  to  it  in  that  way. 

Question.  The  purport  of  the  letter  presented  to  you  by  Mr.  Hall, 
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and  addressed  to  him  by  Mr.  Tucker,  was  that  he  should  charter  t 
vessels  and  that  you  should  sign  the  charter-party  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  the  vessels  were  all  chartered  long  before  I  kn< 
anything  about  it.     It  came  to  me  after  everything  was  done. 

Question.  But  that  was  the  purport  of  the  letter? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     That  is  my  recollection  of  it. 

Question.  That  letter  I  understand  to  be  your  voucher  and  author! 
for  your  action  in  signing  these  charter-parties? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  He  showed  me  his  authority,  and  I  just  sign 
the  charter-party.     I  may  be  wrong,  but  that  is  my  recollection  of 

As  I  did  not  know,  when  called  before  this  committee,  what  qu< 
tions  would  be  asked  me,  I  have  therefore  been  unable  to  answer 
precisely  and  fully  as  if  I  had  my  record  at  hand. 

The  Chairbian.  We  will  recall  you  at  a  future  day. 

The  Witness.  I  will  then  present  to  you  an  exact  statement  up 
such  points  as  you  desire. 

JAS.  BELGER, 
Colonel  and  Quartermaster. 


Washington,  January  23,  1863. 
Colonel  James  Belger,  recalled,  testified  as  follows : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State,  if  you  please,  colonel,  whether  you  have  compl 
with  the  request  of  the  committee,  and  compiled  a  list  of  the  vess 
chartered  at  the  port  of  Baltimore  by  you,  as  a  quartermaster  of  1 
United  States. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  have,  and  I  now  present  the  following  repo 
marked  **A  A  A,"  which  I  make  a  part  of  my  testimony  in  ans^ 
to  your  interrogatory. 
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The  following  letter  was  received  from  Colonel  Belger  after  he  had 
ven  the  previons  testimony : 

Quartermaster's  Office, 

Baltimore,  January  31,  1863. 
Sir  :  The  insertioii  of  the  name  of  the  steamer  Louisiana  in  the  list  of  char- 
•ed  vessels,  handed  to  you  hy  me  as  heing  chartered  hy  me  on  the  18th  of 
pril,  1862,  at  $800  per  day,  is  an  error,  and  I  hope  you  will  have  it  stricken 
t  from  the  list. 

This  steamer  was  chartered  on  the  8th  January,  1862,  by  the  Hon.  John 
acker,  then  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  (?)  and  remained  in  the  service  until 
iptember  15,  1862.  The  price  paid  for  her  was  $800  per  day.  By  order 
the  quartermaster  general,  at  different  times,  I  paid  for  her  services  $200,800, 
»  $389  77,  for  amount  of  sub-stores  delivered  to  her,  and  for  amount  paid  a 
mporary  captain,  leaving  net  amount  of  $200,410  23  paid  her  for  251  days' 
rvice.  I  employed  this  steamer  for  four  days  from  4th  December,  1862,  to  8th 
ecember,  1862,  at  $600  per  day,  to  carry  horses  and  commissary  stores  to 
artress  Monroe  for  General  Banks's  expedition. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JAS.  BELGER, 
Colonel  and  Quartermaster, 
Hon.  J.  W.  Grimes, 

Chairman  of  the  Investigating  Committee  of  the  Senate, 

Washington, 

Question.  I  understand  from  this  report  that  the  number  chartered 
y,  through,  or  under  you  has  been  14  steamers,  13  steam-tugs,  one 
arge,  two  brigs,  155  schooners,  two  sloops,  196  barges  and  one 
ile-driver. 

Answer.    Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  of  these  there  are  now  in  the  public  employment, 
steamers,  5  steam-tugs,  59  schooners,  1  sloop,  115  barges,  and  one 
ile-driver  ? 

Answer.  In  relation  to  tonnage,  there  are  a  few  vessels  there  the 
)Dnage  of  which  I  could  not  find. 

Question.  I  understand  from  you  that  all  the  vessels  enumerated 
1  this  list  were  either  chartered  at  the  instance,  and  under  the 
irection,  of  Mr.  John  Tucker,  or  of  the  quartermaster  general? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  or  of  myself,  in  carrying  out  the  orders  of  the 
Qartermaster  general  or  Col.  McCuUum  for  the  transportation  of 
ipplies. 

Question.  Were  most  of  these  vessels  chartered  through  the 
gency  of  Mr.  A.  C.  Hall? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  a  great  many  of  them — most  of  them. 

Question.  Have  you  made  a  report  of  the  vessels  chartered  by  you 
)  the  quartermaster  general's  office  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  every  month. 

Question.  Does  the  report  made  by  you  to  the  quartermaster  gene- 
al's  office  correspond  with  the  report  you  now  submit? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  have  made  this  up  from  my  vouchers  and 
barter  parties. 

Question.  You  testified  before,  when  before  the  committee,  that 
Mr.  Hall  was  written  to  by  Mr.  Tucker  to  take  up  the  vessels  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  many  of  the  vessels  chartered  by  Mr.  Hall  were 
taken  up  under  that  direction  from  Mr.  Tucker? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  answer.  There  were  a  great  many  of 
them — most  of  them.  I  know  I  had  to  sign  a  great  pile  of  those 
charters.  I  simply  did  it  in  obedience  to  that  direction.  I  know 
nothing  about  the  conditions,  &c.  I  simply  carried  out  the  instruc- 
tions of  Mr.  Tucker  in  signing  the  charters. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  John  F.  Pickrell  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  intercourse  with  him  ? 

Answer.  Never,  except  that  whdn  I  went  to  Baltimore  he  came  to 
my  office  like  everybody  else,  and  I  gave  him  a  contract.  An 
anonymous  letter  was  sent  to  Washington  to  General  Scott,  by  a  Mr. 
Snethen,  in  which  was  a  statement  that  I  had  been  guilty  of  so  and 
so.  The  quartermaster  general  wrote  to  General  Dix  concerning  it. 
But,  as  it  turned  out,  he  had  got  hold  of  the  wrong  officer,  as  it  was 
the  commissary,  as  I  have  been  informed.  Without  knowing  just 
what  it  was,  I  asked  the  custom  officers  of  the  port  of  Baltimore  to 
go  with  me  to  Fort  McHenry  to  see  General  Dix  about  it.  When  I 
went  in  I  said  to  General  Dix,  **  We  have  come  down  here  to  ascer- 
tain what  this  means."  General  Dix  declined  giving  me  the  names 
of  the  parties  who  made  this  communication,  through  delicacy  to  me, 
he  regarding  it,  as  I  considered  it,  of  very  little  moment.  But  Gen- 
eral Meigs  sent  me  an  extract  from  the  letter  containing  the  names. 
The  charge  contained  in  this  letter  was  that  I  had  dealt  with  seces- 
sionists in  Baltimore,  and  naming  this  John  F.  Pickrell.  It  turned 
out  that  the  charge  was  groundless,  and,  as  was  said  on  the  occasion, 
the  parties  making  it  ^^had  to  bite  the  dust."  1  then  dismissed 
Pickrell  from  my  office  and  patronage,  and  he  never  has  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  my  office,  through  me,  since.  This  Mr.  Pickrell 
has  the  reputation  in  Baltimore,  I  believe,  of  being  a  secessionist.  I 
went  to  Baltimore,  as  I  told  the  quartermaster  general,  a  perfect 
stranger  and  met  Mr.  Pickrell.  Alter  I  dismissed  him  he  said  he 
had  a  letter  from  Washington  that  would  enable  him  to  get  all  the 
business  he  could  attend  to.  He  had  some  vessels  chartered  for  the 
Potomac,  and  when  they  sent  these  vessels  back  to  me  in  consequence 
of  the  blockade,  I  found  that  Mr.  Pickrell  had  a  contract  with  the 
quartermaster  in  Washington,  and  I  was  directed  to  attend  to  the 
supplies  and  pay  them  oflF,  and  I  had  to  pay  him  that  account.  In 
that  way^  and  that  only,  I  have  had  to  meet  him. 

Question.  Colonel  Belger,  Charles  Coblens,  in  his  testimony  be- 
fore this  committee,  swore  that  he  had  purchased  of  you  an  amount 
of  clothing  and  epaulettes  of  the  value  of  six  or  seven  hundred  dol- 
lars ;  state,  if  you  please,  what  the  facts  are  in  regard  to  that 
matter  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Coblens  was  in  my  room  one  day  when  I  had  two 
large  trunks  of  clothing,  a  part  of  which  was  uniform  clothing  and  a 
part  civilians'  clothes.  I  was  trying  on  a  coat  at  the  time,  which  did 
not  fit  me,  as  I  had  grown  very  much.  I  was  overhauling  my  trunk, 
looking  for  a  cape  or  something  of  the  sort,  when  Coblens  made  a 
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suggestion,  which  I  think  nobody  but  a  Jew  would  ever  have  made: 
**  You  have  almost  clothing  enough  there  to  set  up  a  clothing  store  ; 
wouldn't  you  like  to  dispose  of  it?"  I  replied  that  I  would,  gladly, 
as  a  great  deal  of  it  was  almost  wholly  useless  to  me.  He  said,  ^*  I 
will  take  it."  I  let  him  have  it,  and  I  kept  a  list  of  the  clothes,  the 
prices,  &c.  I  do  not  now  know  how  much  it  amounted  to.  I  desire 
to  state  here  in  that  connexion  that  no  man  has  ever  dared  to  ap- 
proach me  with  anything  like  bribery — nothing  of  the  kind.  When- 
ever anything  looking  in  the  slightest  degree  that  way  came  to  me  I 
fient  it  to  the  office  of  the  quartermaster  general.  At  one  time  I  had 
corns  on  my  feet  and  they  were  rendered  very  distressing  to  me  by  a 
bungling  operator,  and  while  they  w^re  in  that  condition  Coblens 
sometimes  drove  me  in  his  buggy  to  my  meals  and  to  the  office  of  the 
commanding  general,  &c, 

I  would  like  to  add  that  the  affairs  of  my  depot  are  administered 
with  the  strictest  fidelity,  with  energy  and  economy,  as  I  believe  the 
records  of  the  office  of  the  quartermaster  general  will  show. 

JA8.  BELGER, 
Colonel  and  Quartermasttr. 


Washinoton,  Saturday^  January  31,  1863. 
Colonel  Jambs  Belgbr,  recalled,  testified  further  as  follows : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  a  conversation  with  John  F.  Pickrell, 
in  Baltimore,  in  your  office,  in  regard  to  Charles  Coblens  ? 

Answer.  Never,  to  my  recollection. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  state,  in  his  presence,  speaking  of  Mr.  Cob- 
lens, that  he,  Coblens,  was  a  perfect  Rothschild,  and  would  do  your 
business  ? 

Answer.  I  have  often  called  Coblens  Rothschild  jestingly,  Coblens 
being  a  Jew,  as  Rothschild  was,  and  always  desiring  to  make  more 
money. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  say  that  he  was  the  man  who  was  going  to 
do  your  business  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  emphatically  no;  there  was  never  any  such  thing 
in  the  world.  I  have  frequently  called  Coblens  Rothschild,  as  I  have 
stated.  I  desire  to  append  the  following  documents  to  my  testimony. 
They  relate  to  and  explain  my  previous  testimony  in  regard  to  the 
charge  made  against  me  of  employing  secessionists,  including  a  letter 
from  General  Dix,  expressing  his  opinion  ;  also  in  regard  to  the  sub- 
ject, concerning  which  you  have  inquired,  of  Mr.  John  Tucker's 
directions  as  to  the  chartering  of  vessels  from  Mr.  Hall,  preceded  by 
an  explanatory  note  from  myself  to  the  chairman  of  this  committee, 
in  which  I  correct  any  misapprehension  that  may  arise  from  my  pre- 
vious testimony  as  to  Mr.  Tucker's  directions  to  me. 

JAS.  BELGER, 
Colonel  and  Quartermaster  United  States  Army. 
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Quartbrmaster's  Office, 

Baltimore f  February  3,  1863. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  herewith  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
29th  January,  requesting  me  to  furnish  you  with  a  copy  of  the  letter  which  I 
addressed  to  General  M.  C.  Meigs,  in  reply  to  a  communication  from  him  on  the 
subject  of  the  monopoly  enjoyed  by  Amasa  C.  Hall  in  the  charter  of  transports 
in  your  department,  and  to  enclose  herewith  a  copy  of  the  letter  which  I  wrote 
to  the  quartermaster  general,  and  also  a  copy  of  the  letter  of  Mr.  A.  C.  Hall  to 
me,  which  I  enclosed  in  my  letter  to  the  quartermaster  general. 

I  also  enclose  a  note  received  fix)m  Hon.  John  Tucker,  late  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  War,  dated  April  10,  1862,  requesting  me  (as  tite  captains  required  that 
their  charter-parties  be  first  signed  before  leaving)  to  perfect  their  charters,  or, 
as  he  expresses  it  in  the  note,  to  do  the  needful. 

These  vessels  were  previously  chartered*  by  A.  C.  Hall,  under  the  direction 
of  the  Hon.  John  Tucker,  and  were,  I  am  informed,  chartered  for  the  Bumside 
expedition. 

If  my  testimony  before  your  committee  makes  me  say  that  I  was  directed  by 
the  Hon.  John  Tucker  to  charter  vessels  from  said  Mr.  Hall,  it  is  an  error,  and 
I  desire  to  correct  it.  What  I  desired  to  state  was,  that  in  a  large  proportion 
of  the  charter-parties  of  vessels  from  Mr.  Hall,  signed  by  me,  the  charters  were 
not  effected  by  me,  nor  the  bargain  for  the  vessel  made  by  me,  but  by  Mr.  Hall, 
by  direction  of  Mr.  John  Tucker,  and  I  was  subsequently  requested  by  Mr. 
Tucker  to  complete  the  charter-parties  for  those  vessels. 

Although  I  appear  upon  the  record  as  having  chartered  these  vessels  of  Mr. 
Hall,  in  fact  I  did  not  effect  the  charters  of  one-fourth  of  those  vessels  that  were 
chartered  by  Mr.  Hall,  but  they  were  chartered  by  Mr.  Tucker,  and  I  merely 
acted  as  the  clerical  agent  in  completing  the  charter-parties. 

Still,  I  would  not  be  understooa  as  saying  that  in  the  cases  of  those  vessels 
that  I  did  bargain  for  and  charter  myself  of  Mr.  Hall.  I  did  not  de  so  by  the 
direction  of  Mr.  Tucker  or  anybody  else. 

I  also  enclose  extracts  from  certain  letters  which  I  offered  when  last  before 
you,  and  request,  if  you  regard  them  of  importance,  to  place  them  on  file  with 
my  testimony. 

Very  respectftdly,  your  obedient  servant, 

JAS.  BELGER, 
Colonel  and  Quartermaster, 

Hon.  J.  W.  Grimes, 

Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Investigation, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington, 


Headquarters  Department  of  Pennsylvania, 

Fort  McHenry,  August  6,  1861. 

General  :  I  am  happy  to  see  that  Major  Belger  is  promoted.  Allow  me  to 
say  that  I  hope  his  promotion  will  not  remove  him  from  Baltimore.  Having 
been  here  during  an  immense  pressure  of  outgoing  and  incoming  troops,  I  can 
bear  testimony  to  the  great  efficiency  and  promptitude  with  which  he  has  dis- 
charged his  very  arduous  and  responsible  duties. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

JOHN  A.  DIX, 

Major  General, 
General  Meigs,  Quartermaster  General, 

True  copy. 

JAS.  BELGER, 
Colonel  and  Quartermaster, 
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Headquarters  of  the  Army, 

Washington,  August  20,  1861. 
Sir  :  I  send  you  an  extract  from  a  letter  received  hy  the  lieutenant  general 
from  Mr.  W.  G.  Snethen,  of  Baltimore  : 

"  Michael  Warner,  president  of  the  Mechanics'  Bank,  a  true-hearted  Union 
man,  told  me  that  it  was  painful  to  hear  rebels  coming  into  his  bank  and  boast- 
ing of  the  many  favors  of  the  government  through  Quartermaster  Belger  and 
others.  Three  big  boats  were  recently  bought  by  the  light-house  Board,  for 
t27,000,  from  a  man  by  the  name  of  Henderson,  who  was  instrumental  in  re- 
moving the  buoys  from  the  harbor.  One  J,  H,  Pickrell,  a  violent  rebel,  is 
Btlger*s  factotum,  and  boasts  of  buying  of  his  rebel  friends  to  the  amount  of 
$40,000,  and  of  furnishing  green  oats  to  the  cavalry  horses.  While  these  trans- 
actions tend  to  discourage  the  Union  men,  many  of  them  are  preparing  to  re- 
move frx)m  the  city,  saying  that  if  a  premium  is  thus  offered  to  disloyalty,  they 
must  seek  a  subsistence  elsewhere." 

Respectfully  referred  to  the  quartermaster  general. 

H.  VAN  RENSSELLIER, 

Colonel  and  Aide-de-  Camp. 
Brigadier  General  Meigs, 

Quartermaster  General. 

True  copy. 

JAS  BELGER, 
Cokmel  and  Quartermaster. 


Headquarters  Department  of  Pennsylvania, 

Baltimore,  Maryland,  August  24,  1861. 

General  :  I  have  investigated,  at  your  reouest,  the  charges  against  Major 
Belger,  assistant  quartermaster  in  this  city,  ana  am  happy  to  say  that  so  far  as 
they  allege  an  intentional  bestowment  of  the  public  patronage  on  disloyal  men 
they  are  utterly  groundless. 

Let  me  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  I  do  not  like  the  manner  in  which  these 
charges  were  made.  I  have  received  duplicate  copies  of  the  same,  in  substance, 
without  a  signature ;  one  sent  through  Governor  Seward,  and  the  other  through 
Moses  H.  Grinnell,  esq.,  of  New  York.  The  writer  of  the  letter  to  you  is  fre- 
quently at  Fort  McHenry,  and  if  he  had  mentioned  the  subject  to  me  I  would 
nave  made  the  investigation,  injustice  to  Major  Belger  as  well  as  the  govern- 
menty  without  troubling  you. 

I  desire  to  repeat  what  I  have  already  said  to  you,  that  I  have  found  Major 
Belger  very  prompt  and  efficient  under  severe  pressure,  and  exceedingly  scru- 
pulous in  regard  to  expenditure.  I  do  not  believe  he  is  actuated  by  any  other 
motive  than  an  earnest  wish  to  promote  the  best  interests  of  the  government. 

In  regard  to  specific  charges  : 

First.  He  is  accused  of  purchasing,  through  his  agents,  rotten  and  green 
oats,  of  which  several  horses  died.  I  find  no  ground  whatever  for  this  charge. 
On  the  contrary,  there  is  proof  that  the  major  refused  to  purchase  green  oats, 
and  all  his  purchases  for  Washington  were  subject  to  inspection  and  rejection  at 
the  latter  place. 

Second.  The  employment  of  a  man  by  the  name  of  Pickrell,  charged  with 
disloyalty.  The  charge  is  denied  by  Mr.  Pickrell,  and  has  not  been  proved. 
Major  Belger  will  satisfy  himself,  and  discharge  him  if  the  charge  is  true. 

I  do  not  find  any  better  ground  for  the  other  charges.  .  I  summoned  here,  at 
the  suggestion  of  the  writer  of  the  letter  you  enclosed  me,  the  collector  of  the 
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port,  the  surveyor,  and  the  naval  officer.     I  send  herewith  letters  from  them, 
and  from  the  postmaster  and  deputy  provost  marshal. 

Major  Belger  has  been  in  the  habit  of  consulting  them  as  to  the  persons  lie 
should  employ,  and  of  whom  he  should  purchase*  I  have  no  doubt  some  of 
the  public  money  may  have  gone  into  the  hands  of  secessionists.  It  could 
hardly  haye  been  avoided  with  the  heavy  purchases  he  has  made,  and  often  on 
sudden  orders.  But  I  think  I  may  say  that  it  has  never  been  his  intention,  and 
that  his  aim  has  been,  after  looking  first  to  the  interest  of  the  government,  to 
divide  its  patronage  among  Union  men.  In  a  word,  I  think  him  an  efficieit, 
faithful,  and  conscientious  public  servant,  and  I  believe  the  pecuniary  interests 
of  your  department  will  not  suffer  in  his  hands. 
I  am,  general,  respectfully  yours, 

JOHN  A.  DIX, 
Major  Gentralt  Commanding, 
Brigadier  General  M.  C.  Meigs, 

Quartermaster  General,  United  States  Army. 

True  copy. 

JAS.  BELGER, 
Colonel  and  Quartermaster. 


Naval  Office, 
Custom-Hoicse,  Baltim>ore,  ^th  Month  24,  1861. 

Esteemed  Friend  :  Having  heard  of  the  charges  made  against  Major  Belger, 
that  he  was  in  the  habit  of  making  his  purchases  of  disloyal  citizens,  I  feel  it 
my  duty  to  say  that  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  during  a  heavy  press  of  business 
there  may  have  been  made  some  purchases  of  persons  not  altogether  loyal. 
Whilst  I  admit  this,  I  think  my  intimacy  with  the  major  qualifies  me  to  say 
that  I  do  not  believe  that  he  would  have  allowed  such  purchases  to  have  been 
made  if  he  had  been  cognizant  of  the  fact. 

I  showed  to  Major  Belger,  early  in  the  season,  a  letter  directed  to  me  by  the 
Secretary  of  War,  in  which  he  advises  the  quartermaster  to  call  on  me  in 
reference  to  the  loyalty  of  our  citizens.  Scarcely  a  day  passed  but  that  I  re- 
ceived a  message  from  him  in  reference  to  this  matter,  making  inquiry  as  to  the 
standing  of  such  and  such  men.  If  Major  Belger  has  committed  any  errors  in 
this  respect,  I  do  not  believe  but  that  the  blame  should  fall  as  heavily  upon  me 
as  upon  him.  I  am  satisfied  that  he  has  wanted  to  do  the  right  thing.  No  bet- 
ter proof  can  I  have  of  this  than  his  willingness  to  take  my  advice. 

I  hope  all  government  officials  may  be  equally  particular ;  if  such  were  the 
fact,  the  minds  of  many  persons  would  be  more  easy. 
Thy  friend, 

F.  S.  CORKRAN,  Naval  Officer, 

General  John  A.  Dix. 

True  copy. 

JAS.  BELGER,  Colonel  and  Quartermatter. 


Baltimore,  190  Hoffman  street,  August  25,  1861. 
Dear  General  :  As  my  sole  object  in  bringing  to  your  notice  the  alleged 
dealings  of  Major  Belger  with  rebels  was  the  promotion  of  the  best  interests  of 
the  government,  it  gives  me  unalloyed  pleasure  to  be  able  to  certify,  after  a  full 


^  -J 


1    i 

It 


TESTIMONY.  57 

^  and  free  converaation  with  the  major  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Michael  Waraer,  to 
whom  I  referred  in  my  letter  to  you,  a  copy  of  an  extract  of  which  was  properly 
*  >•  f  referred  to  the  major,  that  I  am  convinced  he  has  been  imposed  on  by  designing 
individuals,  wherever  he  may  have  employed  or  made  purchases  of  secessionists, 
in  the  discharge  of  his  official  duties ;  that  he  has  sincerely  sought,  and  continues 
to  seek,  to  have  to  do  with  none  but  loyal  men  in  his  dealings  for  the  govern- 
ment ;  that  he  has  promptly  discharged  disloyal  men  with  whom  he  has  had  to 
do  the  moment  he  discovered  the  fact;  that  the  parties  to  whom  I  referred  for  a 
statement  of  the  facts  on  which  my  letter  was  based,  to  wit,  the  naval  officer 
^'  I  and  the  surveyor  of  the  port,  were  mistaken — they  having  indeed  taken  back 
all  their  allegations  of  infidelity  against  the  major,  made  to  me,  in  letters  to  that 
effect  to  Greneral  Dix;  and  that  I  am  more  than  satisfied  with  Major  Belger*s 
loyal  purposes  and  determination,  since  my  conference  with  him  this  morning, 
to  stand  by  the  government  in  all  that  concerns  its  best  and  highest  interests. 

I  shall  take  care  in  my  future  intercourse  with  the  Union  people  of  Baltimore 
to  place  Major  Belger  in  his  true  position,  and  to  counteract,  so  far  as  in  me  lies, 
the  reports  that  have  been  flying  about  so  injurious  to  the  character  of  your 
quartermaster  here. 

Faithfully,  yours,  ' 

W.  G.  SNETHEN. 
Lieutenant  Greneral  Winfield  Scott, 

Washington,  D.  C, 

True  copy. 

JAS.  BELGER,  Co1<mel  and  Quartermaster. 
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Quartermaster  General's  Office, 

Washington  City,  August  26,  1861. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  enclose  you  a  copy  of  a  letter  received  at  this  office  from  W. 
6.  Snethen,  of  Baltimore,  vindicating  you  from  the  charges  recently  made 
against  you.     I  hope  that  vou  will  not  hereafter  be  annoyed.     Rest  assured 
that  this  department  has  had,  and  has,  entire  confidence  in  you. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

M,  C.  MEIGS, 

Quartemuuter  General, 
Major  Jambs  Bbloer,  Baltimore. 

True  copy. 

JAS.  BELGER,  Colonel  and  Quartermaster, 
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Baltimore,  August  26,  1861. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  think  sheer  justice  demands  that  I  now  address  you  this  note — 
jastice  to  you,  and  also  to  myself. 

I  have  not  at  any  time  accused  you  or  any  other  person,  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge,  of  persistently  and  intentionally  bestowing  the  patronage  of  the 
United  States  government  upon  its  foes,  but  /  have  strongly ,  in  general  terms, 
denounced  as  weak,  pusillanimous,  and  impolitic,  any  such  practice,  or,  indeed, 
affording  any  aid  or  comfort  to  even  suspected  individuals,  or  to  those  who  are 
not  known  to  be  unauestionably  sound  in  their  allegiance.  At  your  earnest  re- 
quest I  have  listenea  to  the  letters  of  several  prominent  gentlemen,  such  as  the 
United  States  postmaster,  naval  officer,  surveyor,  &c.,  and  feel  bound  to  express 
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my  ftill  conviction  that  you  are  entirely  exculpated  from  any  intentional  violation 
of  a  true  and  loyal  Union  spirit.     I  am  liappy,  sir,  to  be  disabused  of  a  growing 
impression,  now  removed,  that  you  were  not  altogether  sound  in  the  premises. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

MICHAEL  WARNER. 
Major  J  AS.  Belger,  Baltimore, 

True  copy. 

JAS.  BELGER,  Colonel  and  Quartermaster. 


Quartermaster's  Office, 

Baltimore,  July  16,  1862. 

General  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the 
9th  instant,  in  reference  to  the  manner  of  chartering  vessels  by  me  at  this  station, 
and  to  state,  in  reply,  that  as  Mr.  A.  C.  Hall  had  been  engaged  to  do  this  service 
by  the  Hon.  John  Tucker,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  and,  so  far  as  I  know, 
had  given  full  satisfaction,  I  got  him  to  attend  to  the  same  for  me. 

I  have  called  upon  Mr.  Hall  for  a  written  statement  in  regard  to  this  matter, 
which  I  respectfully  enclose  herewith,  and  which  I  hope  will  prove  satisfactory. 
The  charter-parties  returned  to  me  have  been  corrected  as  directed,  and  are  this 
day  respectfully  returned. 

Very  respectftdly,  your  obedient  servant, 

JAMES  BELGER, 
Colonel  and  Quartermaster. 
Brigadier  General  M.  C.  Meigs, 

Quartermaster  General,  WasJdngton. 

True  copy. 

JAMES  BELGER, 

Colonel  and  Quartermaster. 


Baltimore,  July  16,  1852. 

Colonel  :  -In  reference  to  the  inquiry  made  by  Brigadier  General  Meigs, 
quartermaster  general,  in  his  letter  to  you  of  the  9th  instant,  as  to  the  necessity 
of  chartering  so  many  vessels  from  one  individual,  (myself,)  I  would  respect- 
Mly  state  that,  in  my  business  as  commission  merchant,  I  act  as  an  agent  for 
the  owners  and  masters  of  vessels,  for  convenience  in  supplying  them  with 
ship  stores,  ropes,  anchors,  and  necessary  material,  as  well  as  in  the  chartering 
of  their  vessels ;  and  I  would  further  state  that  I  have  not  one  dollar's  interest 
in  any  of  the  vessels  that  I  have  chartered.  They  are  owned  by  different  per- 
sons residing  in  six  or  seven  States.  I  act  in  the  same  capacity  here  in  char- 
tering vessels  as  Messrs.  Morgan  &  Reinhart,  of  Washington,  Bushops,  Sim- 
mons &  Co.,  of  Philadelphia,  and  McCurdy,  of  New  York.  And  I  would 
further  state,  that  in  the  month  of  January  last  Secretary  Stanton  advertised 
for  proposals  for  steamers  and  sail  vessels.  I  sent  in  a  proposal,  and  they  accepted 
from  me  some  40  schooners  and  12  steamers,  which  I  chartered  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  War  for  the  owners  of  the  vessels  from  this  post.  I  am  of  the 
opinion  that  the  public  service  is  benefited  by  this,  and  the  transactions  of  your 
department  facilitated  by  this  arrangement,  while,  at  the  same  time,  the  owner 
and  masters  of  vessels  are  accommodated,  and  much  unnecessary  delay  an^ 
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trouble  is  avoided.  I  would  also  state  that  the  honorable  John  Tucker,  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  War,  is  aware  of,  and  fully  understands,  the  nature  of  my 
business  transactions  with  the  govemment  as  an  agent  for  the  owners  and  masters, 
and  would  respectfully  refer  to  him  for  any  information  on  this  subject  that 
(jeneral  Meigs,  quartermaster  general,  may  require. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  C.  HALL. 
Colonel  James  Belqer,  Quartermaster  Z7.  S.  A. 

True  copy.  JAS.  BELGER, 

Colonel  and  Quartermaster. 

Baltimore  Steam  Packet  Company, 

Union  Dock,  foot  of  Concord  street, 

Baltimore,  April  10,  1862. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  was  suddenly  called  to  leave  Washington  to  go  to  Fort  Monroe. 
I  learn  that  the  vessels  loaded  with  engines  and  cars  are  ready  to  move,  but  the 
captains  require  that  the  charter-parties  should  be  first  signed.  Will  you  oblige 
me  by  doing  the  needful,  as  it  is  very  important  they  should  be  ready  to  go  on 
a  moment's  notice. 

Yours,  very  respectftdly, 

JOHN  TUCKER, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  War. 
Major  J.  Belqer, 

Assistant  Quartermaster ,  Baltimore, 


Washington,  Friday^  December^  26,  1862. 
Lewis  Baker,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State,  if  you  please,  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occu- 
pation. 

Answer.  I  am  thirty- five  years  of  age ;  I  am  sutler  of  the  twenty- 
fifth  regiment  of  New  York  volunteers ;  my  residence  is  in  New  York 
city,  on  the  corner  of  Thirtieth  street  and  Second  avenue. 

Question.  Have  you,  either  individually  and  solely,  or  as  a  member 
of  a  company,  been  interested  in  any  army  transportation  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  interested  in  a  steamboat.  I  have  been  part 
owner  of  a  steamboat  that  has  been  chartered  by  the  government.  I 
have  been  interested  in  two  steamboats,  but  only  one  that  has  been 
chartered  by  the  government. 

Question.  Have  you  been  interested  in  any  sailing  vessel  or  any 
other  craft,  other  than  a  steamboat,  that  has  been  chartered  by  the 
government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  is  the  name  of  the  boat  you  have  alluded  to  ? 

Answer.  The  Metamora. 

Question.  When  was  she  chartered? 
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Answer.  Last  March. 

QuestioD.  What  day  in  March  ? 

Answer.  &he  was  chartered  to  be  delivered  at  Annapolis  on  the  6th 
of  March,  1862  ;  I  state  from  memory.  We  were  to  deliver  her  at 
Annapolis.  A  telegram  came  on  here  from  one  of  the  owners,  who 
was  in  New  York,  to  deliver  her  there  on  the  6th  of  March,  with  four 
thousand  gallons  of  water  on  board.  We  got  ready  to  run  the 
blockade,  and  were  stopped  here  on  the  night  of  the  4th  by  the  quar- 
termaster's department,  at  lour  or  five  o'clock  in  the  afternoon.  That 
is  the  time  she  was  chartered.  That  afternoon,  on  the  4th  of  March, 
is  the  time  the  government  took  possession  of  her.  The  quartermas- 
ter's agent  came  down  and  stopped  us  as  weVere  ready  to  go  to  An- 
napolis. I  am  inclined  to  think  it  was  the  4th.  We  had  to  run  the 
blockade,  and  deliver  her  at  Annapolis  with  four  thousand  gallons  of 
water. 

Question.  Your  charter  commenced  then. 

Answer.  That  is  the  time  the  government  took  possession  of  her. 

Question.  Was  your  pay  to  commence  on  the  6th  ? 

Answer.  By  the  original  contract  she  was  to  be  delivered  at  An- 
napolis on  the  6th^  to  come  under  pay  with  the  rest  of  the  boats  at 
that  time. 

Question.  Who  were  the  owners  with  you  of  that  boat  ? 

Answer.  In  the  half  in  which  I  owned,  Richard  H.  Piatt  and  R. 
Van  Valkenburgh. 

Question.  Who  owned  the  other  half? 

Answer.  George  Powers,  John  P.  Acker,  and  a  Mr.  Martin,  and 
others  ;  they  were  the  Hudson  Company  that  run  the  line  of  steam- 
boats from  New  York  to  Hudson,  and  own  the  Connecticut  and  a  lot 
of  steamboats. 

Question.  By  what  government  agent  was  she  chartered  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know,  sir.  She  was  chartered  in  New  York  to 
Mr,  Powell.  She  was  there  chartered  by  Captain  Loper  or  John 
Tucker.  I  was  so  informed  by  the  parties  when  they  came  on.  She 
was  either  chartered  by  Captain  Loper  or  John  Tucker. 

Question.  At  what  rate  ? 

Answer.  $450  a  day,  government  finding  coal  and  pilots. 

Question.  How  long  did  she  remain  chartered  ? 

Answer.  She  is  chartered  now.  Five  months  ago  they  reduced  the 
pay  twenty-five  per  cent.  I  have  never  seen  the  charter.  Captain 
Acker  has  acted  as  ^'ship's  husband,"  as  we  call  it,  and  it  is  in  his 
name  ;  the  charter  is,  the  four  months  since  her  pay  has  been  reduced. 
She  now  gets  $337  50  a  day.  She  has  been  running  as  a  fiag  of  truce 
boat  at  Fortress  Monroe.     She  is  down  there  in  that  department. 

Question.  How  much  did  the  Metamora  cost,  and  what  is  she  worth? 

Answer.  She  cost  $25,000.     We  paid  $12,500  for  half  of  her. 

Question.  When  did  you  buy  her  ? 

Answer.  We  bought  her  in  February — I  should  say  about  the  mid- 
dle or  in  the  latter  part  of  the  month. 

Question.  When  did  your  pay  for  the  Metamora  actually  commence  ? 

Answer.  We  got  paid  from  the  first  of  the  month. 

Question.  Why  were  you  paid  for  that  six  days  prior  ? 
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Answer.  That  is  more  than  I  can  state.     We  were  paid  for  her. 

Qoestion.  Was  she  paid  for  daring  that  time  at  the  rate  of  |450  a 
day? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Qaestion.  Do  you  know  of  her  having  been  employed  for  any  pri- 
vate or  personal  purpose  after  she  went  into  the  government  employ  ? 

Answer.  She  has  carried  down  private  stores,  liquors,  &c.,  for 
some  of  the  owners.  That  was  on  private  speculation  of  their  own  ; 
carrying  liquors  down  to  the  army  and  selling  them. 

Question.  Was  government  paying  $450  a  day  for  the  boat  at  that 
time? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  John  Acker  and  Bichard  PJatt  and  R.  Van 
Yalkenburgh  shared  ;|;3,200  on  one  trip,  going  down.  That  was  not  for 
the  owners,  but  a  private  speculation  of  their  own. 

Qaestion.  To  what  extent  has  she  been  employed  for  private  pur- 
poses of  that  description  ? 

Answer.  Well,  to  no  extent  to  interfere  with  her  charter.  When 
making  a  trip,  for  instance,  if  she  was  ordered  to  Fortress  Monroe, 
these  parties  did  put  on  board  at  one  time  eight  barrels  of  liquor — 
bottles  in  barrels,  and  two  barrels  in  bulk,  to  take  down  to  sell ;  but 
remember,  this  was  a  private  speculation,  and  not  known  to  the  other 
owners  of  the  boat  at  all.  That  was  done  several  times.  It  was  con- 
tinual. They  were  running  with  liquor.  That  was  the  first  cause  of 
diflScalty. 

Question.  It  has  been  done  frequently? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  The  last  time  was  at  Harrison's  Landing,  tbat 
1  know  of  its  being  aboard  of  her.  She  was  on  government  dock  in 
Baltimore,  getting  fixed,  for  twelve  or  fourteen  or  fifteen  days,  and 
between  Acker  and  Van  Yalkenburgh  they  altered  some  berths  into 
lockers  below  in  her,  and  filled  them  with  liquors;  and  they  sold 
some  at  the  White  House,  and  some  at  other  places. 

Question.  Was  the  fact  that  she  was  used  for  purposes  of  this 
description  known  to  any  government  oflScer  ? 

Answer.  Major  Allen  Pinkerton,  I  think,  was  aboard  of  her  at  one 
time.  He  was  sick  in  the  cabin  at  the  time  at  Harrisoi^'s  Landing, 
and  I  don't  know  whether  he  knew  of  it  or  not.  These  goods  were 
brought  down  aboard  of  her  the  trip  she  brought  General  Marcy  to 
Washington.  We  brought  him  up  sick  at  that  time.  I  don't  know 
that  the  boat  came  up  for  that  purpose,  but  G-eneral  Marcy  was  a 
passenger  aboard  of  her,  sick  at  the  time. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  her  having  made  a  pleasure  excursion? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  we  made  an  excursion  on  the  first  and  one  on 
the  second  of  March,  down  to  a  rebel  battery  opposite  Matta woman 
creek,  called  Cockpit  Point  battery. 

Question.  Was  that  on  private  account? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  It  was  our  own  boat.  We  knew  nothing  about 
government  then.  That  was  on  the  1st  and  2d  of  March.  We 
brought  this  boat  down  to  run  as  a  sutler's  boat  to  Sickles's  division. 
We  only  made  these  two  excursions  on  the  1st  and  2d  of  March.  We 
were  about  running  a  regular  line  betwixt  here  and  there,  when  the 
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order  came  to  deliver  her  at  Annapolis  on  the  6th.  That  order  came 
on  the  2d  or  3d  of  March.     That  was  the  month  she  was  chartered. 

Question.  Those  were  two  of  the  days  for  which  you  were  paid  hy 
government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  we  were  paid  from  the  first  of  the  month. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  ahout  the  steamer  City  of 
Hudson  ? 

Answer.  She  helon^s  to  the  same  owners  that  owned  half  of  the 
Metamora,  the  New  York  owners. 

Question.  Do  you  know  by  whom  she  was  chartered  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  at  what  rate? 

Answer.  It  was  $600  a  day  I  was  told,  at  the  time  she  was  first 
chartered. 

Question.  Do  you  know  when  she  was  first  chartered? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  know  the  time,  but  I  cannot  fix  the  dates.  It 
was  about  the  time  that  McOlellan  was  leaving  Harrison's  Landing 
that  she  came  to  Fortress  Monroe. 

Question.  Where  had  she  been  employed? 

Answer.  She  was  a  new  boat,  just  finished.  She  was  chartered  be- 
fore she  was  finished,  I  believe.  They  got  her  ready  and  sent  her 
right  off". 

Question.  What  was  her  cost  ? 

Answer.  I  understand  she  cost  about  $38,000  or  $40,000.  She  is 
now  in  the  government  employ.  She  has  been  discharged  once  and 
put  on  again.  She  has  not  got  the  original  contract.  She  is  now 
running  between  Fortress  Monroe  and  Norfolk. 

Question.  Do  you  know  at  what  rate  she  is  chartered  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  whom  she  was  chartered  either  time? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  who  any  of  the  boats  were  chartered  for 
any  more  than  by  Acker's  own  statement — that  is,  John  Tucker.  He 
has  a  great  deal  of  business  with  Tucker.  I  never  spoke  to  Tucker  ; 
I  never  saw  him;  and  I  don't  know  this,  only  as  Acker  told  me  how 
he  got  the  boM  fixed 

Question.  In  order  t  >  charter  the  Metamora,  were  you  compelled 
to  pay  brokerage  to  any  person  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  There  was  an  understanding  that  we  should  pay 
it. 

Question.  How  much  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  whether  it  was  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  or 
five  per  cent.  First  it  was  two  and  a  half  per  cent.  I  thought  we 
were  to  pay. 

Question.  Who  claimed  the  five  per  cent.,  the  $5,000? 

Answer.  A  man  named  Dan  forth. 

Question.  Is  his  name  John  T.  Danforth  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.  I  did  not  look.  I  objected  to  paying  the 
money  on  account  of  the  other  party  having  half  a  dozen  steamboats 
chartered,  and  my  reason  for  objecting  was  this,  they  charged  the 
Metamora  $5,000.  Some  of  the  other  owners  of  the  Metamora  ob- 
jected.    They  compromised  that  by  paying  some  three  thousand  one 
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huDdred  and  odd  dollars,  that  being  taken  out  of  the  last  payment 
we  received.  It  was  paid  to  this  man  Danforth  in  the  St.  Nicholas 
Hotel.  Acker  came  down  and  showed  me  the  receipt,  and  said  it  was 
paid  that  day.  I  objected  to  paying  it,  because  I  thought  they  were 
charging  the  Metamora  more  than  her  share,  and  taking  it  off  of 
some  of  their  other  boats. 

Question.  On  what  pretence  was  it  alleged  that  this  was  due 
Danforth  ? 

Answer.  It  was  for  getting  the  boat  employed,  or  rather,  it  was 
for  taking  care  of  her,  keeping  her  in  the  government  employ.  She 
had  something  like  |6,000  or  $7,000  worth  of  repairs  put  on  her  at 
Baltimore,  and  it  was  for  favors  shown  to  the  boat.  That  is  what 
they  told  me. 

Question.  The  boat  was  repaired  at  government  expense  at  Balti- 
more to  the  amount  of  $7,000? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  they  told  me  $6,000  or  $7,000. 

Question.  According  to  your  charter-party,  was  government  to  fur- 
nish repairs? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Then  this  amount  of  repairs  was  a  gift  from  the  govern- 
ment to  the  owners  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  The  repairs  were  put  on  her  there,  and  we  were 
paid  for  the  number  of  days  she  laid  on  the  dock  at  Baltimore.  She 
was  lying  there  thirteen  or  fourteen  days,  and  when  I  objected  to 
paying  this,  they  said  no  other  boat  was  repaired  at  government  ex- 
pense. I  believe  there  were  other  boats  repaired,  but  not  paid  for  the 
time  they  laid  there.  We  got  paid  $450  a  day  all  the  time  she  lay 
on  the  stocks. 

QuestioD.  I  understand,  then^  that  Acker  claimed  that  this  amount 
should  be  paid  to  Danforth,  because  Danforth  had  secured  this  favor  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  Acker  was  the  one  that  paid  the  money ;  but 
George  Powers  is  the  managing  man  for  the  company,  and  he  insisted 
upon  paying  this  man  five  per  cent.  Acker  objected,  or  pretended 
to  object.  Acker  is  connected  in  some  steamboats  with  Powers, 
and  between  them  they  settled  it  at  3,100  and  odd  dollars.  It  was 
Qeorge  Powers  insisted  upon  paying  him  this  money. 

Question.  That  was  the  argument  he  urged  ? 

Answer.  Powers  said  it  was  his — that  it  belonged  to  him ;  that 
they  had  agreed  to  give  it  to  him  when  they  chartered  the  boat  and 
could  not  get  out  of  paying  it. 

Question.  Is  your  company  paying  any  per  cent,  on  its  charter- 
party  ? 

Answer.  Not  at  all.  I  understand  that  25  per  cent,  is  taken  off  of 
the  original  charter,  but  whether  it  is  in  the  charter  I  never  inquired. 
Since  that  liquor  business,  I  have  not  been  near  the  books  for  5  or 
6  months,  and  I  don't  know  whether  the  25  per  cent,  is  taken  off'  or 
not,  from  my  own  knowledge  The  boat's  wages  were  reduced  that 
much,  I  was  told.  I  presume  it  is  so.  They  reduced  all  the  boats  at 
that  time. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  Acker  attempting  to  obtain* 
and  suppress  a  telegraphic  despatch? 
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Answer.  No,  sir.  I  do  not.  I  know  that  in  getting  these  few  extra 
days  up  he  was  attempting  to  stretch  his  memory  of  when  the  tele- 
graph came,  and  even  went  there  and  inquired,  and  said,  when  he 
started  to  go  towards  the  telegraph  office,  ''  perhaps  I  can  get  that 
despatch  now,"  and  he  went  to  look  ;  but  this  was  about  dating  the 
boat  back  to  the  first  of  the  month. 

Question.  Who  was  that  despatch  from  ? 

Answer.  Aleck  Shultz  and  Captain  Powers.  I  think  Aleck  Shultz 
telegraphed  to  us  that  the  boat  was  chartered  and  he  had  seen  Captain 
Loper  about  it.  Shultz  was  not  an  owner,  but  he  telegraphed  to  us 
that  the  boat  was  chartered  by  Captain  Loper.  It  either  came  from 
Shultz  or  Powers ;  I  guess  he  was  with  Powers  at  the  time  he  char- 
tered the  boat. 

Question.  What  was  the  purport  of  the  despatch  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  ;  I  never  read  it.  It  came  to  Willards' 
Hotel,  I  guess,  on  the  third. 

Question.  Did  the  parties  tell  you  what  was  in  it? 

Answer.  I  believe  they  did  ;  but  I  forget  what  it  was. 

Question.  Try  to  remember,  if  you  please. 

Answer.  I  can't.  I  know  it  was  in  connexion  with  getting  these 
extra  days'  [>ay  that  we  were  speaking  about  it.  That  is  all  I  recol- 
lect. I  can't  recollect  a  word  of  the  despatch.  It  was  in  relation  to 
the  boat  dating  back  to  the  first — not  the  despatch,  but  the  conversa- 
tion. I  know  one  thing  about  it,  that  Acker  was  trying  to  get  at  it ; 
I  think  he  was  saying  he  thought  he  could  swear  that  it  was  such  a 
day  and  it  was  only  getting  $1^800.  I  laughed  at  the  idea  that  he 
should  stretch  himself  so  for  a  couple  of  hundred  dollars,  when  sev- 
eral men  were  standing  around  that  knew  it  was  not  so. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  charter  of  the  vessels 
for  the  Banks  expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  was  down  there  once  or  twice  while  they  were 
chartering  them,  but  1  don't  know  anything  about  that.  Commodore 
Brunt  and  Commodore  Vanderbilt  were  there.  I  know  some  of  the 
parties  were  talking  to  Waddell  and  wanted  boats  chartered,  and  one 
and  another  laughed  and  asked  why  they  could  not  get  such  and  such 
boats  chartered,  and  they  said  the  guessed  they  knew  why. 

Question.  Are  you  in  the  ship  business? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  ever  in  it  ? 

Answer.  I  used  to  be  in  Commodore  Vanderbilt's  employ. 

Question  Who  had  the  general  charge  of  the  transportation  here 
last  March,  and  since  last  March  ? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  Idon'tknow  who  the  quartermaster  was.  Colonel 
Ingalls  had  charge  of  our  boat,  when  she  first  went  into  the  employ  of 
the  government,  to  superintend  the  embarkation  of  the  troops  at 
Alexandria. 

Question.  How  happened  it  that  you  received  this  six  days'  extra 
pay? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.  I  have  never  spoken  to  a  man  about  it  to 
inquire,  except  those  that  belonged  to  the  boat. 
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Qaestion.  Who  was  the  agent  of  yonr  company  that  made  the  trans- 
actions here  ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  writing  for  our  boat.  We  were  not  deliv- 
ered at  Annapolis  according  to  the  original  agreement.  When  the 
other  boats  got  paid,  we  could  not  get  onr  money  because  there  was 
no  charter — we  having  been  stopped  here  by  the  quartermaster.  We 
thought  it  was  wrong.  We  went  up  to  General  Van  Vleet,  and  he 
said  it  was  all  right,  if  Morgan  had  stopped  the  boat.  That  was  his 
agent.  He  had  stopped  the  boat  at  night.  The  reason  they  detained 
her,  I  suppose,  was  because  the  batteries  were  moved,  and  all  the 
steamers  were  brought  up  here.  Those  from  Annapolis  came  up  here. 
Question.  When  did  you  receive  your  first  pay  ? 
Answer.  Well,  at  Harrison's  Landing  we  received  two  months  pay. 
It  was  after  the  seven  days'  fighting  there.  J  don't  know  what  month 
it  was,  but  I  think  it  was  in  July.  I  received  my  share  of  it  in  July. 
Perhaps  he.  Acker,  had  it  ten  days  before  I  met  the  boat.  I  was  with 
the  army,  and  did  not  meet  them  until  I  got  to  Harrison's  Landing. 

Qaestion.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  Do  you  know  what  amount,  in  all,  has 
l)eea  paid  to  the  boat?  What  have  been  the  total  earnings  of  that 
boat  under  this  charter  ? 

Answer.  March,  April,  May,  June,  and  July;  five  months,  at 
|13,500  a  month,  or  $450  a  day  ;  August,  September,  October,  No- 
Tember,  December ;  five  months,  at  $337  a  day.  You  can  figure  it 
from  that.  When  we  paid  this  commission  we  understood  we  were 
paying  so  much  on  $100^000 ;  the  boat  had  earned  over  $100,000. 
Question.  You  manned  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  we  manned  the  boat,  and  our  boat  has  been 
rather  expensive.  We  have  furnished  a  good  many  liquors  for  par- 
ties aboard.  At  Harrison's  Landing  we  were  for  McCIellan's  staff, 
and  a  good  many  officers  were  aboard  ;  and  we  were  running  flags  of 
truce.  The  boat's  expenses  to  us  would  average  about  $30  a  day ; 
in  ordinary  business,  about  $25  a  day.  The  government  finds  the 
pilots.  We  man  and  provision  it,  and  it  costs  about  $30. 
Question.  The  profit  then  would  be  about  $420  a  day  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  A  very  profitable  business? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  This  company  have  a  lot  of  boats — the  Connec- 
ticut, the  Long  Branch,  the  Highland  Light,  the  City  of  Hudson,  the 
South  America,  and  some  other  boats  whose  names  I  don't  know ;  the 
Sylvan  Shore  also  has  just  arrived,  and  I  guess  she  is  chartered.  I 
heard  Mr.  Powers  speaking  about  buying  her  a  week  or  ten  days  ago. 
I  see  she  is  lying  here.     I  suppose  she  is  chartered. 

Question.    (By  the  chairman.)  Do  you  know  anything  about  the 
manner  in  which  these  gentlemen  of  that  company  conduct  their 
business  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  with  whom  they  make  their  contracts  for 
transportation? 
Answer.  With  Mr.  Tucker,  sir. 

Question.  Did  they  make  that  contract  with  Mr.  Tucker,  or  through 
some  intermediate  agent? 
Rep.  Com.  84        5 


66  TESTDfONT. 

Answer.  I  don't  know.     I  never  made  any  inqniry. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill  )  Do  you  speak  of  these  boats  as  belong- 
ing to  one  company  ?  « 

Answer.  They  belonged  to  the  company  that  owns  the  other  half  of 
the  Metamora.  We  are  three  sutlers  that  bought  half  of  this  boat  to 
run  her  up  and  down  the  river.  When  this  boat  was  chartered  they 
got  all  the  others  chartered.  The  Connecticut  runs  between  New 
York  and  Hudson  City,  on  the  Hudson  river. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  Do  you  know  any  other  facts  that  it 
is  material  for  us  to  know,  in  regard  to  government  transportation  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  sir.  I  don't  know  anything  about  any  boats 
except  the  Metamora,  and  the  matters  connected  with  it. 

Question.  Have  the  boats  been  as  profitable  as  that  as  a  general 
thing? 

Answer.  The  South  America  is  an  old  boat. 

Question.  In  what  employment  were  you  engaged  before  going  with 
the  army? 

Answer.  I  was  in  Commodore  Vanderbilt's  employ  for  a  year  or 
two.     I  was  agent  for  him  in  the  California  line. 

Question.  Do  you  consider  yourself  a  judge  of  vessels  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  have  been  to  sea  for  four  or  five  years,  but  I 
am  not  a  judge  of  vessels. 

LEWIS  BAKER. 


Nbw  York,  Tuesday ^  December  30,  1862. 
John  P.  Ackrr,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

Eocamined  by  the  cJiairman. 

Question.  State  your  residence  and  occupation  ? 

Answer.  I  make  my  home  here,  (St.  Nicholas  Hotel,  New  York.) 
I  have  a  place  up  in  the  country  at  Stuyvesant,  Columbia  county.  I 
have  made  my  home  here  since  1860,  when  I  opened  a  house. 

Question.  Have  you  been  employed  or  interested  in  furnishing 
transportation  to  the  United  States  army  during  the  present  insur- 
rection ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  vessels  are  you  interested  in  ? 

Answer.  I  am  interested  in  the  City  of  Hudson  and  the  steamboat 
Metamora,  and  some  few  boats  that  have  been  chartered  within  a  few 
days — the  Highland  Light  and  the  Monitor. 

Question.  Who  was  the  agent  with  whom  you  made  the  contract 
for  the  City  of  Hudson  ? 

Answer.  Captain  Hodges,  the  quartermaster  here. 

Question.  With  whom  did  you  contract  for  the  Metamora  ? 

Answer.  With  Capt.  Hodges. 

Question.  Who  contracted  for  the  Monitor  and  the  Highland 
Light? 

Answer.  Well|  those  I  did  not  charter^  but  I  have  an  interest  in 
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lem.  I  chartered  two  boats.  The  City  of  Hadson  is  in  my  nfimei 
dd  the  Metamora  is.  The  Highland  Light  I  don't  know  about. 
[r.  Martin,  of  Hndson,  chartered  her.  I  have  a  small  interest  in 
er. 

Question.  Who  are  interested  in  the  City  of  Hudson  with  you  ? 

Answer.  The  Hudson  belongs  to  a  company  that  run  boats  between 
[udson  and  Albany.  It  is  a  stock  company.  It  is  between  Albany 
ad  Hudson,  or  Cattskill,  six  miles  below  Hudson.  They  have  been 
inning  for  several  years.  The  company  is  composed  of  Milton 
[artin,  Mr.  Magoon,  of  Hudson,  a  lawyer,  whose  first  name  I  don't 
now,  and  Mr.  Alanson,  of  Albany. 

Question.  At  what  time  did  you  charter  the  city  of  Hudson  ? 

Answer.  August  17th,  1862,  for  30  days. 

Question.  Then  the  charter  has  expired  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  she  kept  on.  They  chartered  them  for  30  days, 
rith  the  privilege  of  keeping  them. 

Question.  At  what  rate  ? 

Answer.  The  first  charter  for  the  HudsoA  was  at  $500  a  day;  since 
ben  they  have  reduced  it  to  $360. 

Question    Who  took  her  up  the  second  time  ? 

Answer.  She  waa  taken  up  at  Fortress  Monroe,  by  Quartermaster 
Tompkins,  under  Gen.  Meigs.  She  is  now  employed  between  Old 
^oint  and  Norfolk  as  a  mail-boat. 

Question.  Who  is  interested  with  you  in  the  Monitor  ? 

Answer.  Capt.  Powers,  and  Mr.  Martin,  and  Capt.  Loper,  of  Phil- 
idelphia  ;  I  think  he  has  a  small  interest  in  her. 

Question.  Who  in  the  Highland  Light  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Martin.  Mr.  Powers,  he  belongs  to  the  company, 
00,  and  the  two  Hudson  men;  and  Capt.  Loper  has  a  small  interest 
Q  her,  I  think. 

Question.  At  what  rate? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.  I  understood  that  it  was  $300  a  day  for 
he  Monitor  and  Highland  Light  each. 

Question.  Who  was  the  ship's  husband,  or  the  man  who  chartered 
t  as  agent  of  the  company  ? 

Answer.  Cfetptain  Powers. 

Question.  Who  were  the  owners  of  the  Metamora? 

Answer.  Our  company  owns  half  of  her.  Half  of  her  is  owned 
)y  B  Van  Valkenberg  and  Bichard  Piatt.  We  sold  half  of  her  to 
hose  gentlemen. 

Question.  When  was  she  chartered  ? 

Answer.  She  was  chartered  last  March. 

Question.  At  what  ? 

Answer.  At  $400  a  day. 

Question.  Is  she  still  employed  by  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  she  is  employed  around  Fortress  Monroe  as  a  flag 
f  truce  boat. 

Question.  Where  are  the  Monitor  and  the  Highland  Light  em- 
iloyed? 

Answer.  At  Washington,  between  there  and  Acquia  creek.  They 
lave  only  been  there  a  month. 
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Question.  What  is  the  tonnage  of  these  vessels  ? 
Answer.  The  Hndson  is  about  500  tons.     The  Metamora  is  aboat 
425  to  450,  I  think.     The  Highland  Light  about  450  to  600  tons. 
The  Metamora  is  reduced  twenty-five  per  cent,  since,  which   gives 
$337  a  day. 

Question.  Do  you  furnish  the  navigators,  men,  laborers,  &c. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     We  furnish  all  the  crew,  laborers,  &c. 

Question.  Have  you  been  interested  in  any  others? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  no  others  until  to  day.     We  sent  one  off  to-day 

The  government  sent  here  for  an  ice  boat,  a  heavy  built  boat  for  ice 

I  happened  to  be  in  Commodore  Van  Brunt's  office,  and  he  asked  mi 

where  he  could  get  such  a  boat — a  staunch  boat  to  carry  freight  am 

keep  the  Potomac  open,  if  possible.     I  said  I  would  look,  and  I  looke( 

around  for  two  days  until  I  found  one  I  thought  would  answer.     H 

said  he  thought  she  would,  and  desired  me  to  fix  her  up.     I  hav 

'been  at  it  for  two  days,  or  had  my  men  at  it.     She  is  sheathed  witl 

heavy  plank  and  iron.     They  have  been  at  work  upon  her  for  the  las 

fifty  hours  day  and  night.     She  went  off  to  day  at  11  o'clock  for  tb 

Potomac.     I  have  been  on  the  river  before  I  commenced  this  house 

(St.   Nicholas  Hotel.)     I  fitted  up  the  old  Isaac  Newton  and  othe 

boats.     I   have  been   steamboating  a   good   many  years  and  knoi 

something  about  it.     From  there  I  came  to  this  house.     I  know  abou 

all  the  boats  on  the  rivers.     I  had  this  boat  fitted  up  just  to  take  he 

out  there.     General  Meigs  had  sent  on  for  such  a  boat,  and  she  weD 

to-day.     But  tbere  has  been  no  charter  made  for  her  yet,  and  n 

price  fixed  for  her.     General  Van  Vliet  left  it  to  me.     I  told  him 

would  get  the  boat,  and  I  told  him  to  give  whatever  he  though 

proper.     The  steamboat  is  called  the  John  Brooks,  and  is  about  1,001 

tons.     She  went  before  in  government  employ  at  |800  a  day.     Thai 

was  last  spring,  in  General  McGlellan's  expedition. 

Question.  By  whom  was  she  chartered? 
'    Answer.  By  Captain  Hodges. 

Question.  Have  you  or  your  company  found  it  necessary,  in  order 
to  effect  your  charters  with  government,  to  pay  commissions  to  any 
agents  or  go-betweens  ?  . 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Has  your  company  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  As  I  am  a  husband  of  these  boats  I  have  not 
paid  out  anything. 

Question.  Was  anything  paid  to  anybody  to  secure  favorable  termi 
for  the  City  of  Hudson,  or  to  induce  any  government  agent  to  retain 
her  in  the  government  employment. 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  anything  ever  paid  for  the  same  purpose  for  th( 
Metamora  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  your  company  ever  pay  to  a  man  named  Danfortl 
any  money  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  For  any  purpose  ? 
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)wer.  No,  sir,  I  have  not.     I  answer  now  for  the  Metamora  and 
ity  of  Hudson. 

»tion.  Do  you  know  of  a  percentage  having  been  paid  by  any 
1  who  chartered  vessels  to  government  ? 

swer.  I  have  heard  of  sach.     I  heard  it  reported  around  last 
;  or  last  summer  that  such  was  the  case, 
estion.  Do  you  know  it  of  your  own  knowledge  ? 
swer.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

38tion.  How  much  has  your  company  received  as  pay  foF  the 
)f  Hudson? 

9wer.  ^he  has  been  there  since  the  17th  of  August.  She  was 
about  six  weeks,  under  the  charter  of  $500  a  day.  The  balance 
!  time  she  has  been  there  at  $350  a  day. 
Bstion.  What  is  the  expense  of  running  her  ? 
swer.  I  should  judge  that  the  expense  of  running  her  was  about 
day,  from  that  to  $100.  We  have  run  her  for  $75,  but  it  costs 
now.  We  used  to  get  our  men  for  about  half  what  we  give  for 
now  there. 

Bstion.  What  is  her  value? 
swer.  She  cost  us  about  $60,000. 
estion.  How  much  have  you  received  for  the  Metamora. 
swer.  She  has  been  there  ten  months  the  first  of  January.     Part 
I  time,  up  io  August  1,  she  was  getting  $450  a  day. 
estion.  What  did  it  cost  to  run  her? 
swer.  About  the  same,  sir. 
estion.  I  understood  you  to  say  you  have  been  getting  $337 

swer.  Yes,  sir. 

estion.  Wiien  was  that  charter-party  on  the  Metamora  com- 

ed? 

swer.  On  the  first  of  March. 

estion.  Did  you  deliver  her  to  the  government  at  that  time? 

swer.  No,  sir  ;  she  started  from  here  in  February,  and  was  used 

;  she  ran  a  while  on  the  Potomac,  and  the  government  took  her 

she  was  then  around  at  Washington. 

estion.  Do  you  know  the  day  the  government  took  her  up? 

swer.  I  think  it  was  the  28th  or  29th  when  the  order  came,  sir  ; 

;hen  we  had  to  fit  her  up.    It  was  some  two  days  before  she  went 

►rk,  but  we  were  getting  her  ready — getting  her  water  and  coal. 

lad  to  get  casks  there.    It  took  her  about  two  days  to  get  to  work. 

ak  the  Navy  Department  took  her  one  day  to  go  down  to  Acquia 

.     It  was  some  two  or  three  days  before  she  was  taken. 

lestion.  I  understand  the  charter-party  is  dated  March  1st. 

iswer.  Yes,  sir. 

lestion.  Did  your  pay  commence  at  that  time? 

iswer.  Yes,  sir. 

lestion.  Has  she  undergone  repairs  since  then  ? 

iswer.  Yes,  sir. 

lestion.  Where? 

iswer.  At  Baltimore. 

lestion.  To  what  extent  ? 
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Answer.  I  should  judge  that  the  whole  of  the  repairs  must  have 
come  to  about  $2,200  to  $2,600  ;  I  cannot  say  exactly. 

Question.  Did  the  company  pay  for  these  repairs,  or  the  govern-  ' 
ment  ? 

Answer.  The  government  paid  for  them. 

Question.  How  long  was  she  in  the  yard? 

Answer.  She  was  there  ten  days. 

Question.  Did  your  charter-party  continue  then,  and  were  you 
paid  for  that  time  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  came  Captain  Loper  interested  in  these  boats  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.  The  Monitor  was  a  new  boat,  and  he 
bought  an  interest  in  her  with  Captain  Powers. 

Question.  Did  Captain  Loper  live  here? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  he  is  a  citizen  of  Philadelphia. 

Question.  He  bought  an  interest  with  Captain  Powers? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  he  bought  an  interest  in  her  just  the  same  as  I 
did.     Captain  Powers  built  the  boat.     She  is  a  new  boat. 

Question.  Do  you  knoy^  what  he  paid  for  his  interest?  How  large 
is  his  interest  ? 

Answer.  That  I  could  not  say.  Whether  it  is  one-sixth  or  one- 
fifth  or  one-seventh  or  one-eighth  I  don't  know. 

Question.  What  did  either  of  these  boats.  Monitor  and  Highland 
Light,  cost  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  what  the  Monitor  cost.  The  Highland  l. 
Light  cost  about  $35,000.  She  cost  about  $32,000,  and,  then,  the  re-  - 
pairs  made  about  $36,000. 

Question.  What  was  the  value  of  the  Metamora? 

Answer.  The  value  of  the  Metamora  was  about  $26,000.    I  bought  2 
her  last  winter  to  run  her  up  to  Albany.     The  parties  were  in  dif- 
ficulty, and  she  had  to  be  sold,  and  we  bought  the  boat  at  a  very  low 
price.  I 

Question.  Where  is  the  Highland  Light  used  at  this  time?  ! 

Answer.  She  is  used  between  Acquia  creek  and  Washington  city, 
I  understand.    She  has  been  gone  about  three  weeks. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  the  Metamora  having  been  used,  while 
she  >7as  in  the  employ  of  the  government,  for  the  private  purposes  of 
any  of  the  stockholders  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  her  transporting  private  supplies  for 
sutlers  and  others  to  Harrison's  Landing,  or  anything  of  the  sort? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  Still  she  might  have  done  it  without  my  knowing 
it,  as  I  was  not  there. 

Question.  Who  directed  the  repairs  that  were  put  upon  her  in  Bal* 
timore? 

Answer.  Major  Belger. 

Question,  I  understand  you  to  say  that  neither  you  nor  your  com-  i 
pany  have  ever,  directly  or  indirectly,  paid,  or  promised  to  pay,  nor  do  | 
you  hold  yourself  under  any  obligation  in  equity  or  law  to  pay,  to  ' 
any  person,  any  sum  of  money  or  property  in  consideration  of  bw 
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or  tbeir  haying  assisted  yon  in  secnring  a  contract,  or  in  secnring 
favorable  terms,  of  any  description  whatever. 

Answer.  I  have  not  paid  anything,  sir,  to  any  gentleman  ;  that  is, 
DO  commission  at  all.  As  to  the  repairs  on  the  Metamora,  I  will  say 
this  to  yon :  the  order  was  given  for  her  repairs  by  the  government 
in  this  way  :  she  rnn  from  Fortress  Monroe  over  to  Cherry  Stone  inlet ; 
she  carried  despatches  for  the  government  before  the  telegraph  was 
laid  there  ;  she  made  two  or  three  trips  a  day  across  there ;  it  is  a 
very  dangerous  place,  boisterous  and  rough ;  at  one  time  she  was 
ordered  to  go  when  no  other  vessel  would  go.  Mr.  Tucker  was  there 
one  night  and  ordered  her  to  go  out,  but  the  captain  refused  to  go;  Mr. 
Tucker  said  the  Baltimore  despatches  must  go,  and  if  the  vessel  was 
damaged,  he  said,  '*  I  will  see  that  the  government  pays  it;''  she  went 
oat,  and  she  was  strained  and  damaged;  Mr.  Tucker  said,  *'  I  think  it 
isno  more  than  just  and  right  that  government  should  pay  this  expense; 
jonr  time  shall  not  be  lost,  and  she  shall  be  repaired  ;"  she  was  only 
^one  ten  days,  as  the  records  will  show  ;  I  employed  a  man  last  spring 
m  Washington,  for  a  while,  to  see  to  my  affairs  there  which  I  could 
not  attend  to,  among  other  things,  the  Metamora,  for  which  I  paid 
lome  $200. 

Qaestion.  Who  was  that  man? 

Answer.  Captain  Schultz.  I  paid  him  for  seeing  to  the  boat  for  a 
couple  of  months,  which  amounted  to  a  few  hundred  dollars,  and  which 
I  paid  him;  his  name  is  E.  Schultz  ;  he  was  an  agent  which  the 
company  authorized  me  to  employ  to  see  to  the  boat ;  I  did  not  call  it 
the  company  ;  I  asked  him  to  assist  me  and  see  to  the  boat,  which  he 
was  kind  enough  to  do,  and  I  made  him  a  present  of  some  amount ;  I 
think  it  was  some  four  or  live  hundred  dollars,  along  in  April  or  May  ; 
I  look  upon  that  as  nothing  more  than  what  is  right ;  some  might 
call  that  a  commission  ;  I  do  not ;  I  asked  him  to  see  to  our  business, 
and  he  did  so. 


WAsmNGTON,  Friday y  January  30, 1863. 
F  JoHH  P.  AcKiBR,  recalled,  testified  further,  as  follows  : 

^  Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  Were  the  charter-parties  of  the  City  of  Hudson  and  the 
Metamora  signed  by  Captain  Hodges  ? 
"^  Answer.  They  were. 

Question.  Were  the  terms  upon  which  they  were  to  be  chartered 
"*      determined  by  Mr.  Tucker  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 
^  Question.  Were  they  in  the  case  of  the  Metamora  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  they  were. 

Question.  Was  it  not  so  with  all  these  vessels? 
^  Answer.  About  the  City  of  Hudson  I  cannot  say. 

'  ^         Question.  Mr.  Tucker  directed  and  Captain  Hodges  executed  ? 
P'         Answer.  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Tucker  about  the  City  of  Hudson  at  all, 
^  ^     bat  I  presume  Captain  Hodges  had  his  orders  from  Mr.  Tucker. 
j        Question.  Is  Captain  Loper  interested  in  the  City  of  Hudson? 
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Answer.  He  is  not,  sir.  She  is  owned  entirely  by  the  Hudson  and 
Albany  Steamboat  Company.     She  rnns  from  Cattskill. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Tucker  direct  the  repairs  to  be  made  upon  the 
Metamora  ? 

Answer.  He  did.  The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  letter  in  which 
he  gave  the  direction : 

*'  FoET  Monroe,  May  16,  1862. 

^' Dear  Sir:  The  steamer  Metamora  was  called  upon  to  perform 
some  extra- hazardous  service,  in  doing  which  she  sprung  her  guard, 
and  otherwise  strained  herself.  She  will  be  sent  to  Baltimore  in  a 
day  or  two  for  some  repairs  of  her  hull,  rendered  necessary  by  this 
service.  It  is  the  opinion  of  all  the  officers  here  who  know  the  cir- 
cumstances (in  which  I  concur)  that  the  cost  of  these  repairs  should 
be  borne  by  the  government.  You  will  pleEkse  have  her  repaired  cm 
soon  as  possible^  and  return  her  here,  as  she  is  most  useful. 
'*  Yours,  respectfully, 

"  JOHN  TUCKER, 
"  Assistant  Secretary  of  War. 
**  Major  J.  Belger, 

^^  Assistant  Qtiarierma^sterj  Baltimore." 

Question.  State  now,  if  you  please,  whether  you,  as  the  ship's  hus- 
band of  the  Metamora,  or  any  other  boat,  or  as  the  owner  or  part 
owner,  paid  any  commission,  tee,  or  reward,  or  promised  any  to  any 
person  for  his  services  in  connexion  with  securing  charter-parties  for 
you? 

Answer.  None  at  all,  sir^  except  the  money  I  paid  Schultz,  as  I  said 
to  you  before,  and  to  Mr,  John  Uanforth. 

Question.  Who  is  Dan  forth? 

Answer.  Jnhn  B.  Danforth  lives  in  New  York  ;  he  makes  his  head- 
quarters at  the  Brevoort  House.  He  says  be  takes  his  meals  there. 
He  rooms  near  by  there  ;  he  is  to  be  found  there.  He  also,  I  believe, 
is  a  farmer  in  Westchester  county,  and  he  has  some  dock  property  in 
New  York.  I  can  now  state  that  I  paid  him,  by  the  order  of  my  board 
of  directors,  about  $3,000.  It  was  three  thousand  and  some  hundred 
dollars  ;  1  forget  just  the  exact  amount  which  he  claimed.  It  was  for 
commissions  upon  the  Metamora,  which  one  of  my  associates  had 
promised  to  pay,  which  I  knew  nothing  about ;  and  I  protested  against 
paying  it,  but  he  urged  me  to  pay  them^  and  I  was  obliged  to  do  so. 

Question.  By  a  vofe  of  your  directors? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  by  a  vote  of  the  majority  of  our  directors.  They 
told  me  I  must  pay  it.  His  claim  was  more,  but  they  compromised  it 
by  paying  some  three  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  What  did  he  claim  it  for?    ' 

Answer.  He  claimed  |5,000,  which  he  said  one  of  the  parties  had 
promised  him. 

Question.  Captain  Power  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  which  I  knew  nothing  of  at  all.  I  was  in 
Washington  at  the  time. 

Question.  That  was  the  only  money  of  the  kind  you  ever  paid  ? 
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Answer.  Tes,  sir  ;  that  and  to  Schultz. 

Question.  Or  ever  promised  to  pay  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir  ;  and  since  I  have  not  paid  one  dollar  as  com- 
mission on  any  of  my  boats,  or  boats  that  I  am  connected  with. 

Question.  Where  does  Captain  Power  live  ? 

Answer.  George  H.  Power  lives  at  Hudson.  I  believe  Danforth 
told  me  he  received  something  upon  the  Brooks  and  the  Kent.  The 
Kent  was  chartered  by  Mr.  Tucker  of  a  man  named  Brett.  The  Brooks 
was  owned  by  Mr.  Smith,  and  a  company  of  seven  or  eight  or  nine 
others,  of  which  he  is  president.  Captain  Brooks,  of  Bridgeport,  Con- 
necticut, owns  part.  I  think  I  heard  him  (Danforth)  say  he  got  some 
commission  on  her.  I  don't  know  whether  he  said  one  thousand  or 
not,  but  I  know  he  got  some,  and  was  promised  some  more.  I  don't 
know  how  much  he  got  on  the  Kent.  Those  were  the  only  two  I  ever 
heard  him  say  any  thing  about.  What  Captain  Powersis  getting  I  cannot 
say.  I  know  he  is  getting  some  commission.  Mr.  Chapin,  1  believe, 
objected  to  paying  this.  I  believe  it  was  claimed  because  he  intro- 
duced him  to  Mr.  Tucker. 


Philadelphia,  Friday^  January  2,  1863, 
William  M.  Baird,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 
Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  Where  is  your  place  of  business,  and  what  is  your  occu- 
pation ? 

Answer.  My  principal  occupation  is  agent  for  the  Philadelphia 
Steam  Propeller  Company.  My  business  is  and  has  been  between 
Philadelphia  and  New  York.  My  place  of  business  is  at  132  South 
Wharves  street,  on  Delaware  avenue. 

Question.  Have  you  a  partner  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not,  sir;  although  the  title  is  "  William  M,  Baird 
&  Co."     I  have  no  partner  in  business. 

Question.  State,  if  you  please,  whether  or  not  you  have  furnished, 
during  the  last  year^  any  transportation  to  the  United  States  army. 

Answer.  I  have  not  directly,  sir;  although  this  company  that  I  am 
attached  to  has  i'urnished  a  number  of  steamers  for  that  purpose. 

Question.  Have  you  furnished  them  as  the  agent  of  the  company  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Who  has  been  the  agent  through  whom  the  charters 
were  made  to  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  think  probably  through  Captain  Loper.  The  charters 
have  been  made  through  him,  although  I  signed  some  of  the  charter- 
parties  as  treasurer  of  the  company. 

Question.  Did  you  state  who  your  partner  was? 

Answer.  I  said  I  had  no  partner,  although  I  carried  on  the  busi- 
ness in  the  name  of  William  M.  Baird  &  Co. 

Question.  Is  Mr.  Loper  a  partner  of  yours? 

Answer.  He  is  not. 

Question.  Has  he  ever  been  ? 

Answer.  He  has. 
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Qnestion.  When  did  your  partnership  cease? 

Answer.  I  think  it  mast  have  been  six  or  eight  years  ago. 

Question.  What  is  Mr.  Loper's  fall  name? 

Answer.  Richard  F.  Loper. 

Qaestion.  Do  ypa  do  business  at  the  same  office  ? 

Answer.  He  has  an  office  above  me  in  the  same  building.  I  might 
say  in  this  connexion  he  is  president  of  our  company. 

Question.  State  what  vessels  were  chartered  by  the  company  of 
which  you  are  a  member  to  Captain  Loper,  as  the  agent  of  the  gov- 
ernment. What  vessels  belonging  to  the  transportation  company, 
of  which  you  are  the  treasurer,  were  chartered  by  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  he  is  or  was  agent  of  government. 
There  have  been  a  number  chartered  to  the  government,  the  steam 
propeller  Planet,  the  steam  propeller  Sophia. 

Question.  The  steamer  Alger  and  the  John  B.  Thompson? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  The  Oneida? 

Answer.  There  was  a  barge  called  the  Oneida  that  went  down  tem- 
porarily for  a  short  period,  I  think  with  coal. 

Qaestion.  Was  that  in  April,  1861  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  aoout  that  timel 

Question.  The  steamer  New  York? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  that  belongs  to  the  express  company. 

Question.  The  steamer  Middlesex,  was  she  let  to  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  she  is  a  barge.  She  was  let  for  a  short  period; 
the  steamer  Planet  and  the  steamer  Josephine. 

Question.  Have  you  any  connexion  with  the  Baltimore  and  Phila- 
delphia Steamboat  Company  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Has  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  he  has.     I  don't  know  it  in  any  way. 

Question.  Have  you  or  Captain  Loper  any  interest  in  the  Phila- 
delphia Express  Steamboat  Company  ? 

Answer.  We  did  have,  in  the  organization  of  that  company.  There,, 
were  to  be  four  boats  sold  to  them  originally  that  formerly  composed 
part  of  our  line.  It  would  require  that  I  should  go  into  a  little  his- 
tory to  explain  that.  We  formerly  had  an  exclusive  line  on  the  Dela- 
ware and  Baritan  canal  for  the  carriage  of  merchandise,  and  the  canal 
company  gave  that  privilege  to  this  express  line  that  was  formed. 
That  was  the  title  of  the  company  afterwards,  and  we  let  them  have 
four  steamboats  at  a  fixed  price,  and  we  were  to  take  so  much  stock 
of  their  concern.  I  think  it  was  1 15,000  or  $20,000  that  our  com- 
pany was  to  own  in  the  other  pompany,  although  I  have  never  seen 
any  of  that  8t.ock  yet. 

Question.  How  long  ago  was  that  contract  made? 

Answer.  This  is  the  second  year,  sir;  it  was  made  in  either  1860 
or  1861.     I  think  it  was  in  1860. 

Question.  Who  was  to  have  that?  you  and  Captain  Loper? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  the  Philadelphia  Steam  Propeller  Company. 

Question.  Of  how  many  is  that  company  composed? 

Answer.  I  suppose  there  must  be,  maybe,  a  hundred  or  more  stock- 
boldera. 
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Question.  You  are  one  of  the  stockholders  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Mr.  Loper  is  another? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  amount  have  you  ? 

Answer.  A  little  over  $20,000. 

Question.  What  amount  has  Captain  Loper? 

Answer.  He  did  have  $60,000  or  $70,000.  Mr.  Thomas  Sparks  is 
one  of  the  stockholders,  and  has  $40,000  or  $50,000. 

Question.  Did  you  or  Captain  Loper  have  any  interest  in  the  New 
York  and  Baltimore  Transportation  Line  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  I  Understand  the  Oneida,  the  Middlesex,  the  Planet^ 
and  the  Josephine  to  be  what  are  called  barges  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  the  first  two,  the  Oneida  and  the  Middlesex  are 
barges,  and  the  others  are  steam  propellers. 

Question.  What  is  their  tonnage? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  the  toniiTage.  I  think  the  registered 
tonnage  of  the  Middlesex  is  135  or  140  tons;  probably  she  might 
carry  140  tons  of  coal. 

Question.  Are  you  interested  in  any  boat,  steamer,  or  sailing  ves- 
sel now  in  the  employ  of  the  United  States  government  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not,  sir;  but  I  am  only  interested  as  a  stockholder 
in  any  boats  that  have  been  in  government  employ. 

Question.  Are  those  boats  still  in  the  employ  of  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  some  of  them  are. 

Question.  State  what  ones,  in  which  you  are  interested,  are  now  in 
the  employment  of  the  government. 

Witness.  As  a  stockholder  ? 

The  Chairman.  In  any  way. 

Answer.  .1  am  only  interested  as  a  stockholder  at  the  present  time. 
The  Middlesex  is  not  now  in.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  can  recall 
the  names  from  memory;  the  Josephine,  the  Planet.  If  I  had  a  list 
it  would  refresh  my  memory. 

Question.  The  Oneida? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  she  is  not  in. 

Question.  The  Middlesex  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  she  is  not  in.  The  Planet  is  here  at  the  present 
time,  but  I  cannot  speak  with  certainty  whether  she  is  now  employed 
or  not. 

Question.  Have  they  been  emploved  by  the  government  since  April, 
1861  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  guess  the  Josephine  and  the  Planet  have  been 
in  ever  since  1861. 

Question.  Are  they  continued  upon  the  same  charter-parties  that 
were  then  executed  ? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  I  am  really  a  little  at  fault  there;  I  cannot  tell 
you,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  amoqnt  the  government  is  paying  you 
for  the  Planet  per  day  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Question.  Or  for  the  Middlesex  ? 
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Answer.  The  Middlesex,  I  think,  was  paid  something  like  fifteen 
or  twenty  dollars  a  day  when  she  was  employed. 

Question.  It  was  thirty  dollars. 

Answer.  Was  it  ?  She  is  not  employed  now.  It  was  only  a  tempo- 
rary employment  for  a  short  period.    . 

Question.  Is  she  in  the  employment  of  the  government  now  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  the  Josephine  still  employed? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  is  her  tonnage  ? 

Answer.  Her  tonnage  I  don't  recollect,  but  I  suppose  that  vessel 
would  carry  about  225  or  250  tons. 

Question.  She  was  chartered  on  the  29th  of  April,  1861;  has  she 
been  continued  ever  since  under  the  same  charter? 

Answer.  I  think  she  has,  sir;  there  was  a  little  period  that  I  did 
hear  that  they  had  reduced  some  of  the  charters,  but  I  do  not  know  it. 

Question.  Would  you  not,  as  treasurer  of  the  company,  know  it,  if 
they  reduced  it  ?  ^ 

Answer.  The  president  might  sign  it  or  I  might. 

Question.  Would  it  not  be  reported  to  you? 

Answer.  I  have  not  had  a  very  full  account  of  the  company's  affairs 
under  these  charters.  There  was  some  little  delay  in  the  collections; 
they  were  not  embodied  in  the  accounts  last  year — a  great  many  were 
not. 

Question.  Have  you  acted  as  the  agent  for  any  other  parties  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  vessels  Captain  Loper  is  interested  in 
now  that  are  in  the  government  employ  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question    Do  you  know  of  any  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  see  vessels  all  around  me,  but  I  cannot  tell, 
because  I  have  never  asked  the  question.  He  is  a  brother-in-law  of 
mine,  I  might  mention  here,  but  I  have  never  asked  him  any  questions. 

Question.  Has  he  not  told  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  he  has  not  given  me  any  information  on  that  sub- 
ject at  all,  and  I  have  not  asked  him  any  questions.  It  was  not  vol- 
untary on  his  part  and  I  have  not  asked. 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  no  vessel  in  which  Captain 
Loper  is  interested — 

Witness,  (interposing.)  No,  sir,  I^would  not  state  that;  I  do  not 
know  either  way  ;  I  do  not  know  whether  he  has  or  has  not.  I  pre- 
sume that  he  is  interested  in  vessels,  but  it  is  only  presumption. 

Question.  Do  you  know? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  You  say  you  know  of  no  vessel  in  the  employment  of  the 
United  States  government  in  which  Captain  Loper  is  interested  ? 

Answer.  Let  me  qualify  that,  sir.  There  is  a  steamboat  here  called 
the  Burnside  that  has  been  employed  by  the  government,  (and  I  think 
used,  although  I  have  had  no  direct  intimation  of  it,)  in  which  he  was 
interested  to  the  extent  of  one* sixth  or  one-fourth.  There  may  be  other 
vessels  in  the  same  way,  but  I  do  not  know  it  as  a  matter  of  fact,  or 
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as  a  certainty      It  is  said  that  he  is  interested  to  the  extent  of  a  quar- 
ter in  this  Burnside. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  having  any  interest  in  the  Monitor  ? 
Answer.  I  never  heard  of  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  having  any  interest  in  the  Northern 
Light? 
Answer    I  never  heard  of  it. 

Qjuestion.  Do  you  know  of  his  having  any  interest  in  the  Metamora  ? 
Answer.  I  never  heard  of  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  having  any  interest  in  the  City  of 
Hudson  ? 
Answer.  I  have  never  heard  of  it,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  that  he  had  an  interest  in  any  vessi'l 
other  than  these  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Not  as  president  of  the  company  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     He  may  have  an  interest  in  them  all  for  aught 
I  know. 
Question.  Has  he  never  stated  in  your  presence  that  he  had  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  never  received  any  amount  or  any  percentage 
upon  vessels  chartered  to  the  United  States  government  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not,  sir.  Let  me  qualify  that  a  little,  sir.  In 
making  up  my  monthly  accounts  with  our  company,  I  did  put  ia  an 
item,  '*  commissions  on  account  of  charters,  $450  "  for  the  month. 
They  were  taken  from  my  business,  as  agent,  running  between  this 
and  New  York,  and  chartered  to  the  government,  and^  upon  consul- 
tation with  some  of  the  stockholders^  it  was  thought  that  I  should  have 
a  commission,  as  my  business  had  been  interrupted  and  interferred 
with  by  this  transfer  to  government  of  these  vessels;  and,  hence,  I 
charged  on-  account  of  commissions  that  amount,  |450,  every  month 
of  last  year  that  these  vessels  were  employed. 

Question.  Have  you,  directly  or  indirectly,  through  yourself,  or 
through  another,  received  any  sum  of  money,  or  any  advantage,  pe- 
cuniary or  otherwise,  from  the  charter  of  vessels,  except  as  you  have 
stated  in  your  testimony  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  connexion  Captain  Loper  has  with 
these  contracts  ? 

Answer.  I  really  have  not  the  slightest  idea,  sir. 
Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  being  interested  in  any  way,  directly 
or  indirectly,  with  A.  C.  Hall,  of  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  really  know  nothing  about  it,  except  that  Mr.  Hall  sup- 
plied some  of  these  vessels  down  there  with  supplies,  and  they  drew 
on  me  for  small  amounts,  not  exceeding  $100  at  a  time,  and  for  little 
advances  made  by  him  to  the  captains. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  no  other  connexion  between  Mr.  Hall 
and  Captain  Loper? 
Answer.  I  do  not,  sir. 
Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  connexion  between  Captain  Loper 
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and  Mr.  Powers,  of  Hudson,  New  York,  or  did  yon  ever  hear  Captain 
Loper  say  he  had  any  connexion  with  Mr.  Powers  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  it,  sir.     I  never  have  heard  of  it. 

Question.  Or  with  a  Mr.  Martin? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Or  a  Mr.  Acker? 

Answer.  No  sir. 

Question.  Nor  any  other  party  or  persons? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  say  or  admit  to  any  person  that  you  had 
made  or  received  as  part  of  your  compensation  in  connexion  with  these 
vessels  eleven  thousand  dollars  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     I  have  received  a  dividend,  sir,  from  the  concern. 

Question.  From  the  charter  of  these  vessels? 

Answer.  I  presume  it  runs  in  that  way,  of  something,  ten  or  twelve 
thousand  dollars. 

Question.  A  dividend,  as  a  memher  of  the  company? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir.  But  as  regards  my  telling  that  I  had  received 
directly  eleven  or  twelve  thousand  dollars,  I  do  not  know  any  other 
way  that  I  could  have  received  it. 

Question.  Was  that  an  equal  pro  rata  dividend  made  among  all  the 
stockholders  of  your  company  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     So  I  understood  it. 

Question.  These  vessels  that  were  chartered  in  April,  1861,  were 
chartered  by  your  company  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir 

Question.  Of  which  you  are  the  treasurer  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Of  that  company  Captain  Loper  is  president? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  I  find  by  the  report  submitted  to  the  Senate  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  War,  on  the  24th  of  March,  1862,  that  Captain  Loper  was 
the  party  through  whom  they  were  chartered.  How  does  it  nappen 
that  Captain  Loper  was  acting  both  as  the  agent  of  the  government 
and  as  the  agent  of  your  company  ? 

Answer.  1  do  not  know,  sir. 

Question.  Did  Captain  Loper,  to  your  knowledge,  receive  any  com- 
pensation for  his  services  in  this  connexion  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  he  has  received  anything  from  us  yet, 
sir. 

Question.  Not  from  you,  but  I  ask  if  he  has  received  anything  from 
the  government? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Have  you  never  heard  him  say? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  what  he  has  received  or 
anything  about  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  constituted  Captain  Loper  the  agent 
of  the  government  to  charter  these  vessels. 

Answer.  I  really  do  not,  sir. 

Question.  Is  the  steamer  Sophia,  belonging  to  your  company,  still 
in  the  employment  of  the  government  ? 
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Answer.  I  think  she  is,  sir. 

Qoestion.  Is  the  steamer  Thomas  Sparks? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  the  steamer  H.  Burden  ? 

Answer.  She  has  just  started  from  here,  sir,  under  a  charter  from 
Bishop,  Simons  &  Co.,  on  Arch  street;  she  just  started  some  four  or 
five  days  ago  to  tow  down  some  coal. 

Question.  Were  Bishop,  Simons  &  Co.  acting  as  agents  of  the  gov- 
ernment ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  whether  they  are  acting  as  agents.  They 
are  taking  up  vessels,  and  those  were  taken  up.  We  had  some  three 
or  four  other  vessels  on  our  line  to  New  York,  and  they  have  been  all 
taken.  Most  of  the  steamers  about  here  have  been  taken  up  recently 
for  this  purpose. 

Question.     Who  has  taken  them  up  ? 

Answer.  I  understand  the  owners  acted  only  with  Bishop,  Simons 
&  Co.    I  have  referred  all  our  barge  captains  for  charters  to  this  house. 

Question.  How  are  freights  at  this  time,  compared  with  what  they 
were  in  the  spring  and  summer  of  1861  ?  What  have  been  the  com- 
parative value  of  charter-parties  ? 

Answer.  Just  at  present  the  demand  is  very  great  for  steam.  I 
should  suppose  that  at  the  present  time  steam  was  fully  as  valuable 
and  may  be  more  valuable  than  in  1861. 

Question.  How  was  it  in  February,  1862 — nearly  a  year  ago  ? 

Witness.  Do  you  mean  for  vessels  plying  on  the  river  here  ? 

The  Chaibmav.  Yes,  sir;  such  vessels  as  those  belonging  to  your 
company.     Are  they  higher  or  lower  now  than  they  were  then  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  have  had  so  little  to  do  with  this  business 
that  I  really  cannot  tell  you.  I  can  answer  generally,  that  steam  now 
is  very  valuable,  and  almost  any  kind  of  vessel  can  procure  business, 
if  they  have  steam  in  it. 

Question.  At  what  rate  are  you  now  receiving  pay  for  the  Thomas 
Sparks  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  do  not  know,  sir;  I  do  not  exactly  know  what  it 
is.  I  must  say  I  have  not  examined,  nor  have  I  the  custody  of  these 
things,  and  I  cannot  give  you  that  information.  I  believe  she  was 
originally  chartered  at  about  $160  or  $170,  but  I  do  not  know.  It 
would  be  only  guess-work  on  my  part,  although  I  signed  the  charters 
of  some  of  them. 

Question.  Does  the  steamer  F.  T.  Hart  belong  to  your  company  ? 

Answer.  She  did  originally,  but  was  lost.  She  was  called  the  Fanny^ 
but  her  name  was  changed.  It  strikes  me  that  the  smaller  craft  of 
these  vessels — those  carrying  from  100  to  150  tons — were  let  for  about 
$136  to  $140;  the  larger  vessels  of  from  150  to  200  tons  run  up  to 
$175  or  $200. 

Question.  You  say  you  do  not  know  when  Mr.  Loper  was  employed, 
nor  by  whom,  to  act  as  the  government  agent  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know,  sir. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  of  any  interest  that  he  now  has  in  any 
transportation  of  the  government,  except  through  this  company  ? 
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Answer.  None,  with  the  exception  of  this  Burnside,  and  that  is 
hearsay.     He  may  have  twenty  others,  but  I  do  not  know  it. 

Question  Tou  know  of  no  interest  that  he  has  as  a  partner  of  any 
broker  or  agent  who  is  furnishing  transportation  to  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Neither  of  your  own  knowledge  nor  by  information? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  expect  he  will  realize  and  I  presume  the  com- 
pany will  allow  him  some  commission  for  collections.  It  is  the  general 
belief  that  that  is  the  intention,  sir. 

Question.  What  dividend  did  your  company  make  the  last  time  it 
was  declared  ? 

Answer.  The  last  time  we  made  a  dividend  I  realized  fifty  per  cent. 

Question.  Fifty  per  cent,  for  how  long  a  time? 

Answer.  For  one  year. 

Question.  What  did  you  realize  last  year? 

Answer.  We  generally  range  from  ten  to  twenty  per  cent. 

Question.  What  was  it  last  year  ? 

Answer.  That  was  the  one  I  spoke  of— fifty  per  cent.  That  was  the 
largest  dividend  I  ever  realized. 

Question.   When  was  that  declared  ? 

Answer.  We  got  it  some  two  weeks  ago. 

Question.  Commencing  at  what  time,  and  ending  at  what  time? 

Answer.  Some  of  these  charters  were  not  engrossed  in  last  year, 
and  the  profits  go  into  this  year^  the  president  stated,  and  that  it  was 
to  be  divided  among  the  stockholders. 

Question.  What  was  it  the  year  before  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  ten  per  cent. 

Question.  What  was  it  the  year  before  that  ? 

Answer.  It  may  have  been  ten. 

Question.  What  was  it  the  year  before  that  ? 

Answer.  It  may  have  been  twenty,  sir,  but  possibly  ten.  We  have 
made  as  high  as  twenty-five,  but  not  at  any  time  lower  than  ten,  sir. 

Question.  What  reserve  fund  did  you  have  when  you  declared 
your  fifty  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  that  account  has  not  been  settled. 

Question.  About  what  amount  is  it  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell. 

Question.  What  do  you  estimate  it  at ? 

Answer.  It  is  a  fund,  sir,  that  I  do  not  know  much  about. 

Question.  If  I  were  one  of  the  stockholders,  and  asked  you,  when 
the  dividend  was  made,  what  the  reserve  fund  was,  would  you  not  be 
able  to  make  an  estimate  ? 

Answer.  I  would  in  February.  The  intention  is  to  have  the  ac- 
count all  up  in  February.  That  is  the  time  of  the  general  stock- 
holders' meeting,  and  then  all  these  matters  will  be  brought  up.  As 
far  as  the  reserve  fund  is  concerned,  at  the  present  time,  I  cannot  tell 
you.  By  resolution  of  our  board  of  directors,  in  reference  to  out 
current  income  for  our  company,  the  president  heretofore  has  drawn 
on  our  agent  in  New  York;  if  there  was  a  balance  on  the  month's 
business,  he  would  draw  on  him  for  that  balance. 
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Qaestion.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  there  i8  50  per  cent,  left  in  the 
reserve  fand,  or  that  the  reserve  fund  will  yield  50  per  cent,  more  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that,  sir. 

Qaestion.  But  is  that  your  impression  ? 

Answer.  My  impression,  or  my  hope,  is  that  it  will. 

Question.  It  it  your  impression  that  it  will  yield  one  hundred  per 
cent? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Seventy-five? 

Answer.  If  I  would  fix  the  amount,  if  you  will  allow  me,  I  would 
say  twenty-five  per  cent.  I  cannot  say  for  a  certainty,  for  I  have  no 
data  about  what  the  reserve  fund  is. 

Question.  Do  not  the  treasurers  of  companies  generally  have  some 
data  upon  which  to  base  a  calculation  of  that  kind  ? 

Answer.  They  do,  sir;  but,  as  I  remarked  to  you,  by  resolution  of 
the  board  of  directors  the  moneys  of  the  company  were  placed  in  the 
hands  of  Captain  Loper. 

Question.  When  was  that  resolution  adopted? 

Answer.  It  has  been  ever  since  the  company  was  established — that 
was  some  ten  or  twelve  years  ago.  All  the  moneys  have  been  in  his 
hands,  and  he  pays  the  dividend. 

Qaestion.  Have  you  any  directors? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  The  directors,  then,  have  no  business  with  your  com- 
pany ? 

Answer.  They  do,  sir. 

Question.   What  do  they  do? 

Answer.  They  generally  meet  and  talk  over  matters,  and  at  the  end 
of  the  year  they  examine  the  account  thoroughly ;  the  vouches  dre 
presented,  &c. 

Question.  The  whole  transaction  of  the  business  is  left  in  the  hands 
of  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.  The  running  transactions.  The  money  matters  are  left 
with  him. 

Question.  As  I  understand  you,  he  h'as-  the  entire  control  of  the 
money  until  the  expiration  of  the  year. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  then  we  make  up  a  synopsis  of  the  entire  busi- 
ness and  submit  it  to  the  directors,  or  others  who  feel  a  disposition  to 
examine  it. 

Question.  What  is  the  capital  of  your  company  ? 

Answer.  Our  capital  is  $350,000. 

Question.  Did  you  say  there  were  sixty  stockholders,  or  one  hun- 
dred? 

Answer.  I  said  I  thought  about  sixty  ;  I  never  counted  them  up  ; 
there  is  quite  a  number  of  them. 

Question.  Have  you  created  any  new  stock  recently  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  Some  two  or  thrte  years  ago  we  applied  to  the 
legislature  for  an  increase  of  stock,  and  that  was  granted.  We  in- 
creased it  at  that  time  up  to  $350,000.  It  was  originally  $2009000. 
That  has  been  some  three  years  ago. 

Qaestion.  You  say  Captain  Loper  has  $60,000? 

Rep,  Com.  84—6 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  he  did  have  at  that  time.  I  think  it  was  last 
year  reduced  to  $60,000  or  $70,000.  Previous  to  that  he  had  con- 
siderable more  than  that ;  I  think  upwards  of  $100,000. 

Question.  When  did  he  reduce  it? 

Answer.  I  think  he  reduced  it  in  making  up  the  estimate  for  the 
stockholders  at  the  last  meeting. 

Question.  Do  you  know  to  whom  he  sold? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  It  may  be  he  did  not  sell  a  share,  sir.  It  may 
be  that  I  am  mistaken  as  regards  the  amount.  I  have  not  examined 
lately,  sir  ;  it  has  been  a  year,  sir,  since  I  looked  at  it. 

Question.  How  could  you  make  the  dividend  if  you  did  not  know 
who  the  stockholders  were,  and  the  amounts  they  had  ? 

Answer.  1  suppose  the  books  will  show  exactly  who  we  paid  the 
dividends  to,  and  all  about  ir. 

Question.  How  many  vessels  belong  to  your  company. 

Answer.  I  think  we  have  seventeen  steam  propellers. 

Question.  What  other  property  belongs  to  you?     Any  real  estate  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Any  wharves,  or  anything  of  the  sort? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Does  it  consist  wholly  of  propellers  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  a  few  barges — some  five  or  six  barges. 

Question.  Aie  they  steam  barges? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  ordinary  barges. 

Question.  Are  they  used  mostly  for  the  transportation  of  coal? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  we  use  them  for  merchandise.  We  sometimes 
take  them  in  tow  with  one  of  the  propellers,  and  tow  them  through 
the  canal. 

Question.  What  is  the  value  of  the  steamer  Sparks,  and  how  old  , 
is  she?  I 

Answer.  The  original  Thomas  Sparks  may  be  some  seven  or  eight 
years  old.  Some  two  years  ago  we  cut  her  in  two.  She  was  more  of 
an  experiment  than  anything  else  in  the  first  place.  She  was  built 
220  fieet  long  to  run  through  the  canal.  We  found  she  was  too  long, 
and  cut  her  in  two,  and  made  two  vessels,  making  one  160  or  170 
feet  long,  and  the  other  into  a  vessel  of  about  the  same  length.  That 
has  been  some  three  years  ago. 

Question.  I  asked  her  value. 

Answer.  I  suppose  the  value  of  the  Sparks  is  about  $22,000  or 
$25,000. 

Question.   What  do  you  estimate  the  value  of  the  Oneida  to  be? 

Answer.  The  Oneida  is  a  barge,  and  may  be  worth  three  or  four  or 
five  thousand  dollars ;  I  hardly  think  she  is  worth  as  much  as  five 
thousand  dollars.     She  is  an  old  barge. 

Question.  Was  there  ever  a  steamer  Oneida  belonged  to  your  com- 
pany ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  now  whether  the  engine  was  taken  out  of 
her  or  not.  There  were  one  or  two  of  those  barges  that  were  propellers 
originally,  and  the  engines  were  taken  out  and  transferred  to  other 
vessels,  but  I  think  she  has  always  been  a  barge. 


TESTIMONY.  83 

Qaestion.  What  did  you  let  these  barges  at  to  the  government  per 
day  ? 

Answer.  Tou  said  $30.  I  supposed  it  was  a  little  less  than  that ; 
I  do  not  know  what  it  was.  They  are  now  letting  some  of  these 
that  they  call  Schuylkill  barges.  They  are  now  getting  about  $12, 
$15  to  |20  per  dav  for  those  Schuylkill  barges. 

WM.  M.  BAIRD. 


Philadelphia,  Saturday^  Januai^  3,  1863. 
Stillwill  S.  Bishop,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows  : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  the  name  of  the  firm  of  which  you  are  a  member, 
your  place  of  business,  and  your  profession  or  occupation. 

Answer.  J  am  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Bishop,  Simons  &  Co.,  gen- 
eral commission  merchants  and  ship-brokers,  105  Arch  street,  Phila- 
delphia. 

Question.  Have  you  or  has  your  firm  been  engaged,  either  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  procuring  transportation  for  the  army  of  the  United 
States  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  did  you  commence  that  business? 

Answer.  We  commenced  as  ship-brokers  directly  after  the  war 
commenced. 

Question.  Were  you  acting  as  the  agent  of  the  government,  or  the 
agent  of  the  owners  of  the  vessels  ? 

Answer.  We  were  acting  as  the  agents  of  the  owners  of  the  vessels. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  any  vessels  belonging  to  yourselves  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  character  of  vessels  have  you  been  in  the  habit  of 
chartering — sailing  or  steam  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Sailing  vessels  principally. 

Question.  How  many  vessels  have  you  chartered  to  the  govern- 
ment? 

Answer.  I  could  not  answer  that  question  now. 

Question.  To  whom  did  you  charter  them  ? 

Answer.  I  chartered  to  Mr.  Tucker  when  he  was  transportation 
agent,  and  to  Captain  Hodges,  the  quartermaster. 

Question.   Where  was  Captain  Hodges  quartermaster. 

Answer.  He  was  located  at  that  time  at  New  York,  but  was  taking 
up  vessels  for  the  McClellan  expedition  at  this  place. 

Question.   Who  is  Captain  Hodges? 

Answer.  I  understand  him  to  be  assistant  quartermaster  of  the 
United  States  army. 

Question.   To  whom  else  did  you  charter? 

Answer.  To  Captain  Boyd,  assistant  quartermaster  of  the  United 
States  army  located  here. 

Question.  When  did  you  make  your  last  charters  ? 
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Answer.  The  laet  charter  was  made  for  a  special  purpose  yesterday. 

Question.  For  what  purpose ? 

Answer.  For  the  transportation  of  coal  from  here  to  Washington 
and  Alexandria. 

Question.    Who  authorized  you  to  make  that? 

Answer.  Captain  A.  Boyd. 

Question.  State,  if  you  please,  the  names  of  some  of  the  vessels  yon 
have  thus  chartered. 

Witness.  Recently? 

The  Chairman.  At  any  time — steamers  and  sailing  vessels. 

Answer.  The  steamer  Beverly,  a  propeller ;  the  steamer  New  York, 
the  steamer  Ironsides,  the  steamer  Vim,  the  steamer  Bristol,  the 
steamer  Anna  Liza,  the  steamer  Conord,  the  steamer  Black  Diamond. 

Question.  Are  those  all  the  steamers  that  you  have  chartered  up  to 
this  time  ? 

Answer.  That  embraces  about  all  up  to  this  time. 

Question.  Since  the  war  began  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  recently  ;  those  are  merely  chartered  for  carrying 
coal  and  towing  barges  to  Alexandria  and  Washington,  under  a  ten 
days'  charter. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  sailing  vessels  recently  ? 

Answer.  None  recently,  sir. 

Question.  What  steamers  have  you  chartered  previous  to  those  you 
have  just  named? 

Answer.  I  could  not  give  you  that  information  unless  you  would 
allow  me  time  to  answer  it  from  my  office. 

Question.  Is  Captain  Boyd  stationed  here  now  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Where  you  have  chartered  a  vessel  by  the  ton  per  month, 
what  was  the  price  ? 

Answer.  The  last  was  four  dollars  per  registered  ton  per  month. 

Question.  When  was  that  charter  made  ? 

Answer.  The  charters  made  under  Captain  Hodges,  or  through 
him,  were  three  dollars  and  a  quarter  per  month. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  any  to  Captain  Loper? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  ever  charter  any  of  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  ever  have  any  connexion  with  you  in  relation  to 
the  subject  of  freights — charter-parties  ? 

Answer.  I  have  chartered,  or  at  least  offered  freights  to  charters 
for  these  ten  days  charters  for  three  or  four  of  his  boats,  the  names  of 
which  I  have  mentioned,  to  carry  coal  and  tow  barges  from  here  to 
Washington,  merely  for  the  round  trips. 

Question.  You  have  offered  his  boats  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  when  they  were  lying  up,  but  merely  tempo- 
rarily for  this  round  trip. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  employ  him  to  assist  you  in  effecting  char- 
ters ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  employ  any  one  to  assist  you? 
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Answer.  I  have  not,  sir. 

Qnestion.  Did  you  ever,  directly  or  indirectly,  through  yourself, 
or  another,  pay,  or  promise  to  pay,  to  any  person  any  sum  of  money 
or  property  for  the  purpose  of  securing  you  a  charter  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  These  vessels  you  have  chartered,  I  understand,  belong  to 
other  persons. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  the  rate  or  percentage  you  charged  for  secur- 
ing the  charter? 

Answer.  The  great  bulk  of  these  sailing  vessels  are  owned  in  New 
Jersey.  They  are  built  there  in  shares  of  one-sixth,  one-eighth,  &c., 
and  I  charge  five  per  cent,  for  securing  the  charter  or  freight  and  for 
collecting  it. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  charge  on  the  steamers? 

Answer.  The  same  rates  for  the  sailing  vessels  and  steamers. 

Question.  Have* you  had  any  difficulty  in  securing  the  payment  of 
your  charter-parties? 

Answer.  Only  in  waiting  for  the  funds. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  of  them  discounted? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  pay  to  any  person  any  money,  or  agree  to 
pay  to  any  person  any  money  or  anything  of  value  for  the  purpose 
of  securing  you  the  payment  of  any  charter-party  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  its  having  been  done? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Who  are  the  principals  for  whom  you  have  acted  in 
i  effecting  these  charters,  other  than  the  sailing  vessels  you  have  spoken 

,  Answer.  For  the  last  steamers  I  have  mentioned,  the  principals 
were  R.  F,  Loper,  president  of  the  Transportation  Company,  and 
Thomas  Clyde,  president  of  the  New  York  Express  Company. 

Question.  Then  the  vessels  you  have  recently  chartered  were  for 
Captain  Loper,  as  president  of  his  company,  and  for  Thomas  Clyde, 
jun.,  as  president  of  his  company  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  charge  all  of  these  persons  five  per  cent.? 

Answer.  That  is  what  I  expect  them  to  pay  me,  sir. 

Question.  Why  did  Captain  Loper  and  Mr.  Clyde  effect  these  char- 
ters through  you  rather  than  make  them  themselves? 

Answer.  For  the  reason  that  I  had  employed  barges  to  transport 
ooal. 

Qnestion.  Did  you  ever  effect  any  other  charters  for  Mr.  Clyde  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  effect  any  for  Anthony  Rybold? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  effect  any  for  Mr.  Groves? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  effect  any  for  E.  A.  Sowder  or  E.  A.  8ow- 
der  &  Co.  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  effect  any  for  any  citizen  or  firm  residing 
in  this  place  ? 

Answer.  I  have  effected  charters  for  D.  S.  Stetson  &  Co.,  ship- 
brokers,  and  divided  the  commission  with  them  as  brokers. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  effect  any  charters  for  any  other  person  or 
persons  residing  or  doing  business  in  this  city  than  D.  S.  Stetson  ? 

Answer.  I  would  have  to  come  down  to  the  canal-boat  owners. 

Question.  State  the  facts  in  relation  to  effecting  charters  for  trans- 
portation of  any  description. 

Answer.  I  have  effected  charters  of  canal-boats. 

Question.  What  percentage  did  you  charge  them  ? 

Answer.  Fivis  per  cent.,  and  it  would  cover  all  advances  to  them. 

Question.  In  what  manner  did  you  divide  with  Mr.  Stetson? 

Answer.  We  always  divided  equally — two  and  a  half  per  cent.  each. 

Question.  Have  you  in  any  instance,  directly  or  indirectly,  received 
more  than  five  per  cent,  brokerage  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  as  brokerage. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  its  having  been  done  by  any  other  party? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  charter  any  vessel  for  any  person  or  per- 
sons, and  agree  to  return  or  to  pay  to  any  person  any  portion  of  the 
earnings  of  the  vessel ;  have  you  ever  agreed  to  pay  to  any  person  or 
persons  any  part  of  the  earnings  of  a  vessel  which  you  have  chartered 
to  an  agent  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  as  I  understand  the  question — to  an  agent 
of  the  government. 

Question.  To  any  person  other  than  the  owner? 

Answer.  No,  sir 

Question.  Did  you  ever  effect  any  other  charters  for  Captain  Loper 
than  those  you  have  named  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  been  connected  with  him  in  any  way  in 
the  chartering  of  vessels  for  the  use  of  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  been  connected  with  any  person  in  any 
way,  in  the  chartering  of  government  vessels,  except  your  ostensible 
partner  ? 

Answer.  Only  in  one  way  I  spoke  of — by  brokers  and  ourselves 
together. 

Question.  When  you  acted  as  broker,  and  charged  five  per  cent., 
did  you  in  all  instances  act  for  the  owner  of  the  vessel,  or  did  you 
act  also  as  the  agent  of  other  brokers  in  some  instances? 

Answer.  I  acted  in  both  capacities  ;  in  one  c^se  it  would  be  for  the 
owners,  in  another  for  the  broker. 

Question.  Where  you  acted  for  the  broker,  did  you  in  all  instances 
divide  your  five  per  cent,  with  the  broker  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  in  every  instance. 

Question.  For  what  other  brokers  did  you  act  except  Stetson  &  Co. 
and  the  owners  of  the  canal-boats  ? 

Answer.  These  are  the  only  ones  I  can  recollect  now. 
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Qaestion.  Are  those  the  only  ones  you  have  ever  acted  for  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  a  memljer  or  a  stockholder  in  any  of  the  trans- 
)ortation  companies  that  are  doing  business  here?  Have  you  any 
nterest,  direct  or  indirect^  in  any  of  these  companies  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Qu^tion.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  ship-broker  business  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  in  it  for  my  own  account  about  twenty-five 
rears  ;  I  have  been  at  it  since  I  was  fifteen  years  of  age? 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  advantage  being  derived  by  the 
;overDment  in  chartering  its  vessels  by  private  contract  over  the 
brmer  method  of  advertising  for  vessels? 

Answer.  The  advantage  in  doing  it  by  private  contract  is,  that  you 
lave  a  better  chance  of  obtaining  the  situation  of  the  market  than  by 
)ablishing  it. 

Question.  Explain,  if  you  please,  how  that  happens. 

Answer.  I  will  explain  it  in  this  way :  if  you  advertise  for  a  certain 
mmber  of  vessels,  or  a  certain  amount  of  transportation,  you  at  once  put 
ip  the  rates  of  freight  to  all  points  from  the  market  from  which  you  are 
;oing  to  ship.  But,  under  the  system  of  privately  securing  the  freight, 
pn  have  a  chance  to  feel  the  market,  and  govern  yourself  by  the  rates 
to  the  points  where  you  are  about  to  ship,  and  you  get  it  at  about  the 
rate  at  which  it  is  ruling  the  day  you  go  into  the  market. 

Question.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  the  government  has  secured  its 
transportation  cheaper  than  it  would  have  secured  it  had  it  advertised 
for  vessels  ? 

Answer.  In  almost  every  case,  as  far  as  my  information  goes,  they 
bave. 

Question.  Has  government  been  able  to  eflfect  charters  upon  lower 
ierms  than  private  individuals  have  been  able  to  effect  them  ? 

Answer.  In  almost  every  case,  yes,  as  far  as  comes  under  my 
[nowledge. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  vessels  to  private  individuals  while 
^ou  have  been  acting  for  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  at  higher  rates  to  individuals  than 
o  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  State  in  what  cases. 

Answer.  In  the  case  of  loading  and  transporting  coal  from  Phila- 
lelphia  to  Boston  against  taking  it  from  Philadelphia  to  Fort  Monroe. 

Question.  What  did  it  cost  the  government  to  transport  it  from 
lere  to  Fortress  Monroe. 

Answer.  At  that  time  it  was  $1  TS  to  |2. 

Question.  How  much  was  it  from  here  to  Boston? 

Answer.  |2  40  to  |2  50. 

Question.  How  long  is  the  passage  from  here  to  Boston  ? 

Answer.  Early  in  the  fall  we  make  the  voyage  around  in  two  weeks. 

Question.  How  long  to  Fortress  Monroe? 

Answer.  The  way  vessels  were  detained  there  it  took  three  or  four 
weeks. 
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Qaestion.  How  mach  greater  is  the  risk  from  here  to  Boston  than 
to  Fort  Monroe  ? 

Answer.  It  is  probably,  in  figures,  one-half  per  cent. 

Question.  Then  how  do  you  make  it  out  that  you  charter  cheaper 
from  here  to  Fortress  Monroe  than  from  here  to  Boston  if  the  rate  of 
risk  is  one-half  per  cent,  greater  than  to  Fortress  Monroe  ? 

Answer.  You  asked  me  the  question  as  to  freights.  At  the  time  I 
speak  of  the  rate  of  freights,  vessels  were  taken  at  $2  40  to  $2  50  to 
Boston  in  preference  to  |l  75  to  $2  to  Fort  Monroe.  There  was  more 
money  left  to  them. 

Question.  After  paying  insurance  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  else  has  been  in  the  habit  of  chartering  vessels  in 
this  city  to  government  besides  you  ? 

Answer.  Keally  I  do  not  know,  sir ;  they  have  all  been  trying  to 
do  their  share. 

Question.  Have  they  all  done  it  ? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  know,  sir ;  excuse  me,  but  if  they  do  not 
get  up  early  in  the  morning  it  is  not  my  fault ;  1  have  been  up  since 
daylight  this  morning,  and  was  at  it  until  eight  o'clock  last  night. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  any  one  who  has  been  chartering  vessels  ? 

Answer.  T.  H.  Allen  is  the  owner  of  vessels  in  this  port,  and  has 
chartered  them  in  various  way. 

Question.  Through  himself  or  others? 

Answer.  I  judge  a  large  portion  of  them  through  others.  I  desire 
to  correct  a  part  of  my  evidence  in  relation  to  that :  that  I  have  char- 
tered a  large  number  of  his  vessels  for  single  freights,  and  some  few 
on  charters  by  the  month. 

Question.  Does  he  reside  in  this  city  ? 

Answer.  He  resides  at  Port  Richmond,  at  the  upper  part  of  the  coal 
depot. 

Question.  Does  Mr.  Allen  employ  brokers  usually  to  eflfect  his  char- 
ters? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  chartered  those  of  hisvessels  that  you  did  not  charter? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  say,  sir. 

S.  S.  BISHOP. 


Philadelphia,  Saturday^  January  3,  1863. 
Anthony  Groves,  Jr.,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  residence  and  occupation. 

Answer.  My  place  of  business  is  No  34  South  Wharf  street.  I  am 
a  member  of  the  Baltimore  and  Philadelphia  Steamboat  Company. 

Question.  In  what  capacity  do  you  act? 

Answer.  Agent  of  the  company. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  vessels  to  the  United  States  gov- 
ernment for  transportation  ? 
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Answer.  I  have. 

Qaestion.  CommeDciDg  at  what  time  ? 

Answer.  Last  April  a  year  ago,  I  think. 

Qoestion.  Have  jou  been  in  the  habit  of  chartering  since? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  whenever  called  upon. 

Qaestion.  To  whom? 

Answer.  To  Captain  Hodges,  the  quartermaster  at  New  York. 

Question.  When  did  you  commence  chartering  to  him  ? 

Answer.  On  the  6th  or  7th  of  March,  1862. 

Question.   Did  yon  charter  any  vessels  prior  to  that  time? 

Answer.  Not  to  him.  We  chartered  them  to  John  Tucker,  who  was 
employed  by  the  quartermaster  to  charter  vessels  for  the  government. 

Question.  When  did  you  commence  chartering  to  Mr.  Tucker? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  in  April  a  year  ago,  April,  1861.  It  was 
shortly  after  the  war  broke  out. 

Question.  Do  the  steamers  Richard  Willing,  John  S.  Shriver  and 
Henry  L.  Oaws  belong  to  your  Baltimore  and  Philadelphia  Steamboat 
Company  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  them  April  20,  1861,  to  R.  F.  Loper? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  R.  F.  Loper  acting  at  that  time  as  the  agent  of  the 
government  to  charter  vessels  ? 

Answer.  He  was  acting  under  John  Tucker,  I  think,  sir.  John 
Tucker,  I  believe,  was  appointed  transportation  agent  for  the  govern- 
ment. 

Question.  Did  you  sign  the  charter-parties  for  your  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  did,  sir. 

Question .  Of  all  of  them  ? 

Answer.  All  of  them. 

Question.  Did  you  eflfect  your  charters  directly  with  the  govern- 
ment, or  through  the  agency  of  a  broker? 

Answer.  Through  the  agency  of  a  broker. 

Question.  What  broker? 

Answer.  Captain  Loper  collected  the  money  for  us. 

Question.  In  all  cases? 

Answer.  In  the  first  year. 

Question.  Who  has  been  your  broker  since  then  and  during  1862  ? 

Answer.  Nobody. 

Question.  Who  collected  the  charters  you  effected  with  Captain 
Hodges? 

Answer.  We  collected  them  ourselves? 

Question.  Did  you  make  the  charters  yourselves ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  I  understand,  then,  that  with  the  vessels  chartered  to 
Captain  Loper,  Captain  Loper  acted  as  the  agent  both  of  you  and  the 
gpvernment?* 

Answer.  He  acted  as  the  agent  of  the  government  officer.  He  char- 
tered these  boats  of  ours,  and  we  were  to  pay  him  a  commission  of  five 
per  cent. 

Question.  How  much  have  you  paid  in  all  instances? 
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Answer.  We  paid  five  per  cent,  the  first  year  for  those  chartered  to 
Captain  Loper.  For  those  chartered  to  Captain  Hodges  we  paid  no- 
body commission. 

Question.  What  amount  of  commissions  did  you  pay  to  Loper  during 
the  first  year  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent 

Question.  What  was  the  gross  amount  ? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  tell  without  the  figures  before  me. 

Question.  What  would  be  your  estimate  of  the  amount  from  your 
best  recollection  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  suppose  $3,000  or  $4,000;  in  that  neighborhood. 
It  may  be  more  or  less,  but  I  think  about  $4,000. 

Question.  Was  Captain  Loper  acting  for  his  company  at  the  time, 
or  individually  for  himself? 

Witness.  As  regards  commissions  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir. 

Answer.  I  suppose  he  was  acting  for  himself.  It  was  a  personal 
matter. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  apply  directly  to  the  immediate  agent  of 
the  United  States  government  to  charter  vessels  during  the  last  year  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  they  called  upon  me  to  charter  the  boats,  and  we 
chartered  them.  At  that  time  the  government  required  all  the  boats 
they  could  get. 

Question.  Were  there  any  advertisements  for  proposals  for  charters  ? 

Answer.  I  never  saw  them. 

Question.  When  you  charter  a  vessel,  knowing  that  you  are  obliged 
to  pay  five  per  cent,  or  any  given  per  cent,  for  brokerage,  do  you  or 
do  you  not  make  that  an  item  of  expense  and  calculate  it  as  a  part  of 
the  amount  that  you  are  to  charge  for  the  charter-party  ? 

Answer.  Well,  the  reason  we  give  this  five  per  cent,  is  to  save  us  a 
great  deal  of  trouble  in  collecting  our  charter-parties. 

Question.  Is  it  not  the  case  that  when  you  sit  down  to  estimate  the 
expense  of  the  charter,  jou  include  that  commission  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  not  that  included  in  your  estimate  when  you  determine 
the  amount  you  will  do  business  for  ? 

Answer.  If  we  have  to  pay  the  commission,  of  course  we  charge  that 
much  more  for  the  charter  of  our  boat. 

Question.  You  say  the  employment  of  a  broker  through  whom  to 
do  business  saves  you  trouble;  in  what  manner? 

Answer.  We  have  trouble  in  getting  our  money.  We  have  to  go 
down  to  Washington  and  to  follow  up  the  army. 

Question.  In  what  way  is  the  broker  able  to  secure  payment  more 
speedily  than  you  ? 

Answer.  He  is  better  acquainted  with  the  department  at  Washing- 
ton, and  knows  how  to  get  his  money  better  than  we  do.  We  have 
no  time  to  send  down  there;  we  cannot  lose  the  time;  we  would  rather 
pay  the  commission. 

Question.  Do  they  not  furnish  money  to  their  quartermasters  hereto 
pay 'these  charter-parties? 

Answer.  They  have  furnished  money  here,  sir. 
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Question.  Has  Captain  Loper  been  compelled  to  go  to  the  War  De- 
partment to  obtain  moneys  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  he  has. 

Question*  Do  you  know  that  from  your  own  knowledge,  or  from  his 
representations  ? 

Answer.  From  what  he  has  told  me;  bat  I  think  it  is  a  fact. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  difficulty  during  the  last  year,  since 
your  charter-parties  were  made  with  Captain  Hodges,  in  getting 
money  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Why  was  there  any  greater  difficulty  in  securing  payment 
last  year  in  Philadelphia  than  there  is  this  year,  when  the  expenditure 
b  much  greater  than  last  year  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  why  that  is. 

Question.  Why  were  you  required  to  go  to  Washington  last  year  to 
get  your  money,  and  not  this  year  ? 

Answer.  We  are  required  to  go  now,  sir  ;  we  go  and  get  our  cer- 
tificate. When  we  take  a  certificate  of  indebtedness,  we  have  to  go 
there. 

Question.  Were  the  charters  in  the  vicinity  of  Philadelphia  made 
through  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  they  were.  He  is  acquainted  with  all  these  per- 
sons who  own  boats  in  Philadelphia,  and  we  are  all  acquainted  with 
him. 

Question.  You  say  they  were  all  made  through  Loper. 

Answer.  They  were  chartered  through  him. 

Question.  He  acting  in  many  instances,  and  in  your  case,  both  as 
the  agent  of  you  and  as  the  agent  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  so.  I  do  not  know  that  the  government  paid 
him  anything  for  chartering  vessels.  He  was  acting  for  John  Tucker, 
I  believe,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever,  directly  or  indirectly,  paid,  or  promised  to 
pay,  any  money  or  thing  of  value  for  the  purpose  of  securing  a  charter, 
other  than  the  five  per  cent,  that  you  paid  which  you  have  men- 
tioned ? 

Answer.  No ;  not  one  cent  of  money  or  any  kind  of  present  what- 
ever. 

Question.  Have  you  ever,  directly  or  indirectly,  paid  back  any  por- 
tion of  the  money  you  have  received  for  a  charter  to  any  person  or 
persons  for  the  purpose  of  securing  a  charter-party,  or  any  other  ad- 
vantage in  connexion  therewith  ? 

Answer.  Not  one  cent,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  employed  any  person  or  persons  to  secure 
a  discount  of  a  charter-party  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  to  any  person,  other  than  Mr.  Loper, 
any  per  cent,  in  connexion  with  the  procurement  of  these  charters  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

A.  GROVES,  Jr. 
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Philadelphia,  Saturday,  January  3,  1863. 
Stephen  Flanagan,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  place  of  business,  the  name  of  the  firm,  if  any, 
of  which  you  are  a  member,  and  your  occupation. 

Answer.  My  place  of  business  is  at  304  South  Wharves  street ;  the 
business  is  individual,  under  the  name  of  Flanagan  ;  I  am  engaged  in 
steamboat  business — steam-towing  and  transportation  business. 

Question.   How  long  have  you  been  in  that  business? 

Answer.  I  guess  about  sixteen  years. 

Question.  Have  you  furnished  any  transportation  for  the  army  of 
the  United  States  since  this  rebellion  occurred  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  transportation  or  tug-boats. 

Question.  When  did  you  furnish  the  first? 

Answer.  The  first,  I  think,  was  November  11,  1861,  or  near  that 
time. 

Question.   Was  it  the  steamer  Commerce? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  the  steamer  Commerce. 

Question.  Who  did  you  charter  her  to? 

Answer.  Really  I  cannot  tell.  Captain  Loper  chartered  her  for 
me,  I  think,  to  Mr.  Tucker.  I  am  not  positive  about  that ;  I  could 
tell  by  reference  to  her  charter-party. 

Question.  Who  acted  as  the  agent  of  the  government  in  chartering 
vessels  in  this  port  during  the  year  1861  ? 

Answer.  I  think  Mr.  Tucker,  sir. 

Question    Through  whom  were  most  of  these  charters  effected  ? 

Answer.  Most  of  my  charters  were  effected  through  Captain  R.  F. 
Loper. 

Question.  Did  you  effect  any  through  any  one  else  than  Captain 
Loper  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  person  eff'ecting  any  through  any 
one  else  than  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.  Not  of  our  boats. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  effecting  any  charters  for  the 
army  department  during  the  year  1861,  except  through  Captain  Lo- 
per as  broker  ? 

Answer.  With  only  one  exception,  I  think,  sir.  1  chartered  a 
barge  through  Mr.  A.  C.  Hall,  of  Baltimore. 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  know  of  no  case  where 
a  vessel  was  chartered  during  the  year  1861  at  this  port,  except 
through  the  agency  of  Mr.  Loper. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Hall's  was  not  in  1861 ;  it  was  in  March 
of  last  year.  I  know  of  no  one  else,  without  it  was  Mr.  Tucker.  Mr. 
Tucker  has  signed  charter-parties  for  these  steamboats. 

Question.   What  per  cent  did  you  pay  Loper? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  pay  him  more? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 
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Question.  Was  that  what  he  generally  charged  ? 

Answer.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  it  was  ;  I  have  heard  him 
say  so. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  five  per  cent,  in  all  instances? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  except  in  one  instance  through  my  brother  I 
paid  five  and  a  half  per  cent.  My  brother  chartered  this  boat  through 
Mr.  Tucker,  and  Mr.  Tucker  signed  the  charter-parties.  There  was 
an  advertisement  in  the  Washington  papers  in  reference  to  vessels 
wanted,  and  my  brother  wrote  a  description  of  certain  vessels  and 
sent  it  there,  and  Mr.  Tucker  then  sent  for  him  and  concluded  the 
arrangements  for  these  few  boats. 

Question.  What  is  your  brother's  name? 

Answer.  James  M. 

Question.  Is  he  a  partner  of  yours  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  business  is  he  in  ? 

Question.  In  the  same  business,  excepting  transportation  ;  he  is 
not  connected  with  transportation  at  all. 

Question.  How  many  vessels  in  all  have  you  chartered  to  the  War 
Department,  or  for  the  purposes  of  the  War  Department  ? 

The  Witness.  Do  you  want  to  know  exactly,  sir? 

The  Chairman.  No,  sir  ;  state  as  near  as  you  can. 

Answer.  About  fourteen. 

Question.  Are  the  fourteen  still  in  the  employment  of  the  govern- 
ment ? 

Answer.  They  are,  with  the  exception  of  three,  I  think,  that  have 
been  discharged. 

Question.  Then  you  have  about  eleven  in  the  employment  of  the 
government  now  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  they  all  chartered  through  the  agency  of  Captain 
Loper? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  with  the  exception  of  three.  What  you  mean 
by  that  is  whether  he  received  a  commission? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  they  were. 

Question.  Does  Captain  Loper  receive  a  commission  upon  the  earn- 
ings of  the  boats  so  long  as  they  remain  in  the  government  employ- 
ment ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  amount  have  you  paid,  or  are  you  now  owing  to 
Captain  Loper  for  his  brokerage  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  owing  him  anything. 

Question.  How  much  have  you  paid  him  ? 

Answer.  Really  I  must  take  a  little  time  to  answer  that  exactly. 

Question.  State  about  what  amount. 

Answer.  It  would  be  merely  jumping  at  it.  I  should  think  not 
more  than  five  thousand  dollars.  My  boats,  sir,  are  all  low-priced 
boats. 

Question.  So  long  as  these  boats  are  earning  for  you,  they  are  also 
continuing  to  earn,  each  of  them,  five  per  cent,  for  Captain  Loper  ? 
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Answer.  Exactly,  sir,  if  you  choose  to  term  it  that  way,  and  I  p 
sume  that  is  the  true  sense  and  meaning  of  it. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  to  any  person  any  percentage  for  the  v 
sels  that  you  chartered  to  Mr.  Tucker? 

Answer.  None,  sir,  to  anybody  but  Captain  Loper. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  to  Captain  Loper  five  per  cent,  for  i 
vessels  that  were  chartered  by  Mr.  Tucker? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  those  that  I  chartered  direct  to  Mr.  Tucker 
never  paid  a  cent  for.  I  can  enumerate  them  :  the  Atlantic  is  or 
the  Pendulum — she  was  lost  in  going  irom  the  Capes  of  Delaware 
Fortress  Monroe.  Of  course  we  never  got  anything  for  her,  but 
expect  to  up  to  the  time  she  was  lost ;  the  Robert  Morris,  up  to  t 
first  of  April. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  John  Tucker  or  Captain  Loper  sign  the  chart 
parties  of  your  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  that  Captain  Loper  ever  signed  a  chart 
party  ;  I  am  satisfied  about  it. 

Question.  Who  did? 

Answer.  Mr.  John  Tucker  signed  several ;  Captaia  Hodges  sigr 
several  ;  Captain  Boyd  signed  several. 

Queptiun.  Who  signed  them  on  your  part? 

Answer.  I  signed  all  of  them  on  my  part. 

Question.  Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  acting  as  the  holder 
other  parties  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  have  chartered  one  or  two  vessels. 

Question.  What  is  the  usual  per  cent,  for  chartering  among  m 
cantile  men — not  among  contractors? 

Answer.    I  presume  among  mercantile  men  it  is  five  per  cent, 
have  paid  five  per  cent,  for  doing  business  in  Troy.     It  has  been 
ported  to  me  that  Mr.  M.  Baird  got  five  per  cent,  on  all  their  busin 
between  here  and  New  York,  which  is  enormous  ;  what  he  gets  ( 
of  it  I  don't  know.     Mr.  Baird  gets  five  per  cent,  on  all  the  freigl 
between  Philadelphia  and  New  York,  I  have  heard. 

Question.  How  happens  it,  Mr.  Flanagan,  that  where  you  ms 
the  charter,  signing  it  yourself  for  yourself,  or  for  the  company  y 
represent,  and  Mr.  Tucker  signing  it  for  the  government,  that  y 
paid  Captain  Loper  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Captain  Loper  secured  the  charters,  and  I  merely  C( 
eluded  them. 

Question.   Why  did  you  not  secure  them  yourself? 

Answer.  For  the  very  reason  that  we  knew  nothing  about  it  at  a 
It  was  proposed  to  us  by  Captain  Loper.     I  presume  that  is  the  ca 

Question.  Did  you  ever  apply  to  Mr.  Tucker,  or  any  other  pan 
to  charter  your  vessels  yourself? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  lor  the  Atlantic  and  the  Pendulum. 

Question.  Did  you  for  others? 

Answer.  Did  we  ever  apply  to  Mr.  Tucker  to  charter  any  otl 
boats?     Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  so. 

Question.   Why  did  you  not  charter  them  directly  to  him  ? 

Answer.  At  one  time  I  remember  the  reason  wew  Mr.  Tucker  ^ 
not  about. 
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QoestioD.  But  you  say  you  applied  to  him  to  do  it? 

Anewer.  Yes,  sir  ;  but  none  that  were  ever  refused  by  Mr.  Tucker 
did  I  charter  to  Captain  Loper, 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Tucker  send  you  to  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  advise  you  to  call  on  Captain  Loper? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  How  did  Captain  Loper,  who  was  not  an  agent  of  the 
government,  come  to  know  about  the  wants  of  the  government? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  know,  sir.     I  never  heard  him  say. 

Question.  Was  he  in  any  way  connected  with  the  quartermaster's 
department  of  the  army  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  hold  any  ostensible  oflBcial  position  in  connexion, 
with  the  army  ? 

Ahswer.  I  never  knew  of  it  except  at  one  time  whilst  he  was  assist- 
ing General  Burnside  at  Annapolis. 

Question  Do  you  know  of  any  other  parties  who  have  effected  char- 
ters to  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  many  of  them. 

Question.   Name  them. 

Answer.  Captain  Whilldin  and  Thomas  Clyde.  The  way  I  know 
of  this  I  have  seen  them  in  hisoflSce,  and  have  happened  to  ask  what 
business  they  were  on  ;  and  they  told  me,  '*  On  the  same  business  you 
are  on.'*  I  presume  that  is  the  case.  Mr.  A.  Groves,  jr.;  Mr.  Ry- 
bold  ;  Mr.  Hammett,  of  the  firm  of  Noble,  Hammett  &  Co.  I  do  not 
remember  of  any  more,  sir. 

Question.  Did  they  also  pay  five  per  cent,  for  their  charters  to 
Captain  Loper? 

Answer.  I  think  they  did.  I  have  asked  Captain  Whilldin  about 
that,  and  Captain  Whilldin  has  told  me  that  Captain  Loper  charged 
him  five  per  cent.  The  way  I  came  to  ask  him  about  it  was,  I  asked 
him  if  Captain  Loper  deducted  his  commission  in  cash  when  certificates 
were  down  four  per  cent.,  and  he  replied  that  he  did,  the  same  as  I 
did.     That  is  the  way  he  does  with  me.     He  deducts  it  in  cash. 

Question.  Then  you  really  pay  about  seven  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  When  certificates  are  below  par  I  do.  It  depends  upon 
that. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  pay  Captain  Loper  or  any  other  person,  or 
ever  promise  to  pay  him  or  any  other  person,  any  sum  of  money  or 
any  other  thing  of  value  for  the  purpose  of  securing  a  charter-party^ 
other  than  this  five  per  cent,  that  you  have  mentioned? 

Answer.  I  have  agreed  to  pay  Mr.  Bishop  five  dollars  on  a  boat 
that  gets  fifty- five  dollars  a  day,  and  six  dollars  on  a  boat  that  gets 
seventy-five  dollars  a  day. 
Question.   What  Bishop  is  that? 

Answer.  S.  8   Bishop,  a  merchaudise  broker  and  ship-broker. 
Question.   What  vessels  are  those  ? 

Answer.  The  steamer  Monitor,  the  D.  W.  Lennox,  and  the  Ariel^ 
a  small  vessel. 
Question.  Is  not  that  near  twelve  per  cent.? 
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Answer.  No,  sir ;  on  seventy-five  dollars  it  would  be  eight  per 
cent. ;  on  fifty-five  dollars  it  would  be  ten  and  a  half  per  cent.  I 
have  never  paid  him  anything  yet. 

Question.  Have  you  promised  to  pay  it? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  a  written  agreement  with  them? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question    Do  you  consider  yourselves  under  obligation  to  pay  it? 

Answer.  We  do,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid,  or  caused  to  be  paid,  to  any  person 
any  sum  of  money  or  other  thing  of  value  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
your  pay  upon  any  charter-party  that  was  due  you  ?  ^ 

Answer,  No,  sir ;  never. 

Question.  Did  you  ever,  in  any  way,  have  a  charter-party  discounted? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  never  in  my  life.  Two  of  my  charter-parties 
are  payable  in  New  York  ;  those  I  collect  myself. 

Question.  What  other  person  in  Philadelphia,  or  in  this  vicinity, 
acted  toward  ship-owners  and  transportation  agents  as  Captain  Loper? 

Answer.  James  Alderdice  and  Mr.  Bishop  are  the  only  ones  I  know. 
There  is  a  gentleman  at  Richmond — I  cannot  recall  his  name — that 
chartered  a  good  many  canal-boats ;  Mr.  Buckley,  I  think,  is  his 
name.     Mr.  Alderdice  was  agent  for  the  New  York  outside  steamers. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  sailing  vessels? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  am  interested  in  some,  but  I  did  not  charter 
any. 

Question.  What  connection  had  Mr.  Baird  with  these  transactioas? 

Answer,  Not  any  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  When  you  were  at  Captain  Loper's  office  did  you  see  Mr. 
Baird? 

Answer.  I  always  saw  him  there.  He  is  down  in  the  lower  office ; 
Mr.  Loper's  office  is  up  stairs.  Occasionally  I  would  meet  him  up 
there. 

Question.  Did  Baird  have  anything  to  do  with  these  transactions? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Did  he  act  as  Captain  Loper's  agent  when  he  was  absent? 

Answer.  Not  to  me,  sir,  nor  to  anybody  in  my  presence. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  chartering  any  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  sir.  He  is  president  of  the  Union  Steamship 
Company  ;  whether  he  chartered  them  or  not  I  am  not  able  to  say. 
Mr.  Baird  is  the  president. 

Question.  Is  he  also  treasurer  of  the  other  company  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  1  think  he  is  president.  He  is  a  very  large 
stockholder  if  not  president. 

February  5. 
On  reading  my  above  testimony  over,  and  further  reflection,  I  find 
that  1  was  mistaken  as  to  my  understanding  with  Mr.  Bishop.  The 
commission  he  was  to  charge  on  the  three  vessels,  Monitor,  Ariel,  and 
D.  W.  Lennox,  was  only  .five  per  ceat.,  the  same  that  I  have  paid  to 
Captain  R.  F.  Loper. 
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I  was  also  mistaken  as  to  the  steamer  Commerce  being  the  first 
vessel  chartered  by  me  during  this  war.  The  Adriatic,  chartered 
Jane  5,  1861.  was  the  first. 

S.  FLANAGAN. 


Philadelphia,  Saturday^  January  3,  1863. 
WiLMON  Whilldin,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 
Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  Please  stat^e  your  place  of  business  in  the  city  and  your 
employment  ? 

Answer.  My  residence  is  at  618  South  Front  street.  The  place 
where  I  do  business,  the  office,  is  at  No.  14  South  Delaware  avenue. 
I  am  engaged  there  as  president  of  the  New  York  Express  Steam- 
boat Company. 

Question.  Are  you  the  owner  of  any  steamboat  or  ship,  except  as  a 
stockholder  ? 

Answer.  I  own  two  steamboats,  and  have  a  small  interest  in  a 
number  of  others,  among  which  is  this  Express  Steamboat  Company 
between  here  and  New  York. 

Question.  Have  you,  individually,  or  as  a  member  of  a  company, 
furnished  any  transportation  to  the  army  of  the  United  States  during 
this  insurrection  by  chartering  boats  ? 

Answer.  I  have  chartered  two  steamboats. 

Question.  When  did  you  effect  those  charters  ? 

Answer.  The  first  one  was  chartered  October  18,  1861. 

Question.  To  whom  ? 

Answer.  To  the  United  States  government. 

Question.  Through  what  agent  did  the  government  act? 

Answer.  Through  Captain  B.  F.  Loper. 

Question.  Who  acted  as  your  broker  in  the  matter  ? 

Answer.  I  had  better  tell  the  whole  thing  just  as  it  occurred.     It 
may  appear  foreign,  but  I  had  better  go  back  to  the  way  it  came  to 
be  chartered.     In  1861,  when  Norfolk  was  threatened,  and  was  after- 
wards given  up,  an  application  was  made  to  me  and  some  folks  here 
owning  the  steam-tug  America.     They  asked  them  $1,000  a  day.     I, 
as  a  steamboat  man,  felt  indignant.     I  had  the  steamboat  George 
Washington  lying  at  Wilmington,  which  I  only  used  a  part  of  the 
year.     I  went  to  Captain  Loper.     Our  express  boats  had  been  taken 
down  to  take  troops  to  Washington.     I  said,  '^I  have  a  boat  better 
than  the  America,  and  if  you  will  take  her  and  use  her  until  June, 
you  can  have  her;  1  do  not  want  anything."     I  felt  that  every  man 
should  put  his  shoulder  to  the  wheel.    This  gave  him  the  information 
that  I  had  the  boat.     1  run  her  from  July  1  to  September  1,  and  then 
laid  her  up.     Captain  Loper  came  to  me  and  said,  '*  You  have  the 
George  Washington;  will  you  charter  her  to  government?"     I  said 
*'  Yes."     This  was  last  September  or  the  first  of  October.     I  hauled 
the  boat  out,  and  took  several  weeks  to  see  that  she  was  right.     I 
was  detained  some  time  to  get  on  the  sectional  dock,  and  on  the  29th 
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I  chartered  her.  I  had  a  boat  called  the  Pilot  Boy,  an  iron  boat,  of 
very  light  draught.  I  saw  Captain  Loper  about  her.  He  had  once 
or  twice  spoken  to  me  about  the  Pilot  Boy,  but  I  did  not  want  to  part 
with  her  and  break  up  my  business.  Says  he,  ^*  Willie,"  calling  me 
by  that  name  familiarly,  *'  Can  the  government  have  the  Pilot  Boy?'' 
I  asked,  ''Do  they  want  the  Pilot  Boy?"  *'Yes,"  he  said,  ''  they 
do."  I  replied,  **  They  can  have  anything  I  have  while  this  war 
lasts."  So  I  chartered  her.  I  never  asked  for  any  price,  but  told 
him  to  charge  what  was  right.  The  price  wa^ settled  by  him,  and  I 
am  proud  to  say,  if  this  investigating  committee  look  around,  they 
will  find  no  boats  chartered  at  anything  like  as  low  a  price. 

Question.  Those  are  the  two  vessels  owned  by  yourself? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Are  they  now  in  the  employ  of  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  The  charter  of  the  Pilot  Boy  was  cancelled  at 
the  end  of  two  months,  and  she  was  again  chartered  to  go  south.  The 
price  they  increased,  which  was  very  fair  to  me,  for  the  reason  that  I 
was  subjected  to  iuUy  as  much  expense  as  I  got  extra  pay,  and  I 
would  rather  have  kept  her  under  the  old  charter  than  the  new  one. 
She  was  sent  down  to  Port  Royal,  and  in  the  storm  that  stopped 
General  Burnside  she  was  detained  at  Gape  Hatteras,  and  has  been 
there  ever  since. 

Question.  Have  you,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  in  order  to  secure 
your  pay  for  a  charter,  been  compelled  to  employ  any  broker,  or  pay 
any  percentage. 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  have  not  been  compelled  to;  I  have  done  it.  I 
will  tell  you  all  that  I  have  paid.  I  have  paid  Captain  Loper  a  per- 
centage for  collecting  my  bills,  and  I  have  not  paid  anybody  else  one 
cent. 

Question.  What  did  you  pay  him  ? 

Answer.  I  was  to  pay  him  five  per  cent,  for  collecting  my  bills.  I 
paid  him  that,  and  1  paid  him  at  one  time — a  man  might  as  well  ac- 
knowledge his  poverty — I  paid  him  five  per  cent,  for  advancing  me 
money.  I  had  a  debt  of  $30,000  on  my  shoulders.  Government  was 
owing  that  much  to  me,  but  I  had  to  pay  it  then,  and  I  had  to  do 
this.     First  I  paid  him  a  commission  of  five  per  cent. 

Question.  And  then  you  paid  him  five  per  cent,  more  for  advancing 
the  money  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  the  money  which  he  advanced  to  you  due  on  these 
charter-parties  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  he  advanced  me  money  to  carry  on  my  business 
with. 

Question.  Was  as  much  money  due  from  the  government  to  yon  on 
these  charter-parties  as  he  advanced  to  you? 

Answer.  Not  quite,  but  pretty  near. 

Question.  How  long  was  that  advance  for  ? 

Answer.  Until  I  got  the  money  to  pay  him  back. 

Question.  How  long  did  you  have  it? 

Answer.  It  was  six  months  before  I  got  it. 
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Qaestion.  Did  he  advance  yon  this  amount  at  the  commencement 
of  the  six  months. 

Answer.  It  was  soon  after  the  commencement  of  the  six  months. 
You  see  I  went  into  very  heavy  expenses 

Qaestion-  Did  you  have  Captain  Loper's  money  for  six  months  or 
for  any  length  of  time? 

Answer.  iSome  of  it  I  had  for  six  months  ;  some  of  it  I  did  not.  I 
got  what  I  wanted  of  it  to  carry  my  busines  on  with.  I  had  to  meet 
the  expense  of  putting  the  boats  in  very  good  order.  I  had  other 
business  too  ;  this  Express  Steamboat  Company  I  had  on  my  shoulders 
made  it  necessary  I  should  have  the  money.  When  I  chartered  these 
boats  I  said  to  him,  '^Captain,  I  want  you  to  have  the  charters  so 
drawn  that  I  shall  get  my  money  at  the  end  of  every  mouth  In  that 
case  I  shall  pay  five  per  cent."  He  said  he  would,  and  the  charters 
were  so  drawn,  but  the  government  did  not  pay  one  cent  for  six 
months. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  Captain  Loper  on  the  advance? 

Andwer.  I  told  him  if  he  would  advance  me  the  money  I  would 
give  him  ten  per  cent. 

Question.  And  you  paid  him  that? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  want  you  to  understand,  however,  that  I  was 
tc   pay  him  five  per  cent,  commission. 

Question.  Was  that  besides  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  said  if  I  could  get  my  money  I  would  pay  ten 
per  cent.  I  did  not  want  women  (the  wives  of  my  men)  coming  to 
me  for  money  and  I  not  have  it.  If  the  government  had  payed  me 
according  to  contract  I  should  have  payed  him  five  per  cent. ;  as  it  is, 
I  paid  him  ten  per  cent.  The  paying  of  that  five  per  cent.,  I  think, 
is  justly  chargeable  to  the  government  not  paying  me. 

Question.  Are  you  paying  Captain  Loper  any  sum  of  money  on  the 
earnings  of  these  vessels  at  this  time  ? 

Answer.  Not  one  cent. 

Question.  On  the  charter-parties  now  you  are  not  compelled  to  pay 
him? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  would  rather  pay  him  because  I  do  not  under- 
stand going  to  Washington  and  collecting  these  things ;  I  do  not  un-  • 
derstand  the  routine. 

Question.  You  employ  and  give  him  five  per  cent,  to  collect? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  That  arrangemeat  still  continues  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  the  five  per  cent,  still  continues. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  been  to  collect  any  money. 

Answer.  Never  but  once,  and  then  I  did  not  collect  anything.  I 
was  going  down  to  Washington  and  had — I  don't  know  what  they 
call  it,  but  I  think  an  order  or  certificate  of  indebtedness  that  I  got 
from  Colonel  Crossman  here ;  I  was  going  down  to  Washington  with 
it.  I  had  a  cousin  residing  there.  I  gave  it  to  General  8pinner  and 
told  him  that  Captain  Loper  would  be  there  to  receive  the  money.  I 
never  received  a  cent  except  through  Captain  Loper,  and  I  never  be- 
grudged him  a  cent,  because,  if  he  did  not  do  it,  I  would  have  to  run 
there  and  attend  to  it,  and  I  do  not  know  about  these  things. 
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Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  vessels  to  government  as  the 
agent  or  representative  of  the  Express  Steamboat  Company  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  one.  There  have  been  some  of  the  Express 
Steamboat  Company's  boats  chartered,  but  I  have  not  chartered  them. 

Question.  Through  whom  were  these  chartered? 

Answer.  They  are  chartered  through  Thomas  Clyde,  who  is  a 
stockholder,  and  the  general  superintendent  of  the  line. 

Question.  He  acts  as  the  agent  of  the  company? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir.  His  son  is  the  agent  of  the  company,  and  he 
has  the  general  superintendence  ;  he  is  a  large  stockholder. 

Question.  Are  the  charter-parties  signed  by  him  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  company  ? 

Answer.  The  charter-parties  are  signed  by  him,  if  my  memory 
serves  me,**Thomas  Clyde,  agent  of  the  Express  Steamboat  Company." 

Question.  Who  signs  them  on  the  part  of  the  government? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is  Mr.  John  Tucker,  but  it  may  be  Colonel 
Grossman  ;  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Has  the  Express  Steamboat  Company  paid  or  promised 
to  pay  any  person  any  per  cent,  upon  the  charters  it  has  eflFected  ? 

Answer  That  I  do  not  know ;  but,  I  answer,  not  for  getting 
charters  ;  it  may  possibly-  pay  a  percentage  for  collection  ;  I  think  for 
a  time  they  did,  but  do  not  now  pay  a  per  cent. 

Question.  To  whom  did  they  pay  it? 

Answer.  I  think  they  paid  it  to  Captain  Loper. 

Question.  How  much  in  all  have  you  paid  to  Captain  Loper  in 
percentage  on  your  own  steamers? 

Answer.  I  oould  not  tell  without  examination. 

Question.  You  can  state  something  near  the  amount ;  I  only  ask 
for  an  estimate. 

Answer.  On  the  two  charters  for  these  two  boats,  a  little  over  a 
year,  at  $325  a  day,  I  should  suppose  it  is  about  $8,000 ;  but  I  could 
not  tell  without  my  books  ;  it  might  average  that ;  it  would  be  from 
seven  to  ten  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  Is  he  a  broker? 

Answer.  He  is  a  broker  ;  he  attends  to  the  business  of  the  kind  for 
A  number  of  persons.  Captain  Loper  does.  I  never  applied  to  Captain 
Loper' to  charter  my  boats,  nor  to  anybody  else  to  charter  them  ;  I 
never  offered  them  to  government  except  to  give  them  to  them  for  a 
month  or  two  when  they  wanted  boats.  He  asked  me  if  I  wanted  to 
charter  boats. 

Question,  (By  the  chairman.)  How  long  did  the  Express  Steamboat 
Company  continue  to  pay  five  per  cent,  upon  its  charters  to  Captain 
Loper  ? 

Answer.  That  I  could  not  tell ;  Mr.  Clyde  has  the  whole  of  that ; 
it  was  not  a  great  while. 

Question.  Where  does  Mr.  Clyde  live? 

Answer.  Mr.  Clyde  lives  in  Delaware,  just  on  the  edge  of  Penn- 
sylvania, at  Claymont,  just  about  a  mile  below  the  Pennsylvania  liiie. 
Heishereevery  day  nearly;  I  think  he  is  down  at  Washington  or  Alex- 
andria now;  he  has  some  boats  chartered  that  I  have  an  interest  in,  for 
which  I  might  say  I  know  he  paid  no  brokerage  to  anybody,  and  there 
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is  none  paid.  I  think  the  way  he  came  to  break  loose  from  Captain 
Loper  was  this :  Captain  Loper  attended  to  this  business,  but  he  had 
enoagh  to  attend  to  without  it.  One  boat  he  had  chartered,  and  he 
thought  Captain  Loper  was  negligent  about  some  things,  and  we  lost 
part  of  our  charter  by  it,  and  there  was  some  feeling  existing,  and 
Captain  Loper  said  if  he  was  not  satisfied  he  would  give  him  up  his 
charters,  and  he  did  so.  Previous  to  that  there  were  some  of  the 
boats  that  he  had  never  paid  anything  for  ;  at  least  I  don't  think  he 
did  ;  I  don't  know. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  Who  fixed  the  terms  of  your  charter  ? 

Answer.  Captain  Loper  fixed  the  terms  of  my  charter  ;  I  don't 
know  as  I  ought  to  say  that ;  the  terms  were  fixed  either  by  Mr.  Tucker 
or  Captain  Loper  ;  they  were  not  fixed  by  me  ;  the  captain  asked  me 
the  price,  and  I  said  *'  I  don't  want  anything  more  than  what  is 
right." 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Tucker  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  a  word.  I  told  Captain  Loper  I  did  not 
want  anything  more  than  what  was  right. 

Question.  He  afterwards  told  you  what  was  fixed? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  it  was  a  price  that  perfectly  suited  me ;  I  am 
only  sorry  that  similar  boats  were  not  chartered  as  low. 

Question.  Have  you  stated  the  price  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  will  state  the  price.  The  Washington  was 
chartered  for  $160  per  day.  She  is  a  boat  of  about  400  tons — a  large, 
able  boat,  a  very  fast  boat. 

Question.  What  is  the  nrice  of  the  other? 

Answer.  The  other  is  $166.  She  is  not  as  strong  a  boat  perhaps, 
not  as  powerful  a  boat.  Her  tonnage  is  about  300.  She  was  char* 
tered  to  go  to  Port  Boyal. 

Question.  Does  this  include  repairs? 

Answer.  We  have  done  all  the  repairs  that  have  been  done  to  it. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  Did  you  furnish  the  men? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  By  the  foolishness  of  the  harbor-master  once 
they  broke  her  rudder,  and  the  government  repaired  that. 

Question  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  You  do  not  coal  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  we  furnish  everything  but  the  coal.  I  put  her 
oflF  in  such  order  that  my  repairs  have  not  been  very  great. 

Question.  When  you  speak  of  other  boats  being  chartered  at 
higher  rates  can  you  specify  ? 

Answer.  I  can,  but  I  do  not  like  to  speak  of  other  people's  afiairs. 
There  was  the  Wm.  Kent,  of  New  York,  a  boat  of  not  quarter  size 
than  the  Washington,  got  $700.  She  was  chartered  for  I  don't  know 
how  long.  They  had  her  in  use  72  days,  I  think.  The  captain  of 
her  told  me  we  chartered  the  Washington  too  low.  I  told  him  it  was 
enough,  and  it  is. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  in  that  instance  they  found  their 
own  coal  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  they  were  in  the  same  way  with  us. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  chartered  that  boat  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it.  I  was  not 
even  acquainted  with  the  captain;  only  he  came  to  me  when  his 
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charter  was  out,  (I  took  a  trip  down  with  him,)  and  he  said,  ^*Tou 
chartered  your  hoat  too  cheap."  I  told  him  I  thought  we  got 
enough.  If  I  had  my  boat  in  summer  time  I  could  do  better  than 
with  government,  but  when  I  take  into  consideration  the  length  of 
time,  having  employment  all  winter  in  the  service  of  the  government, 
it  is  better.     But  there  is  more  risk  to  run. 

WILMON  WHILLDIN. 


Washington,  Friday^  January  9,  1863. 
Amasa  C.  Hall,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  age,  residence,  and  occupation. 

Answer.  The  city  of  Baltimore,  Maryland,  is  my  residence.  My 
age  is  forty-nine  years.     My  occupation  is  commission  merchant. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  resided  in  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  It  is  going  on  ten  years. 

Question.  Where  did  you  remove  from  to  that  place  ? 

Answer.  New  York  city. 

Question.  When  did  you  begin  to  have' any  connexion  with  fur- 
nishing transportation  for  the  United  States  army  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  in  August,  1861. 

Question.  What  was  the  first  vessel  you  furnished? 

Answer.  I  cannot  now  state  the  first  vessel.  My  impression  is  it 
was  either  the  steamer  Pocahontas  or  the  Georgia. 

Question.  Are  you  a  ship-owner  ? 

Answer.  I  own  some  vessels,  not  much. 

Question.  Were  you  at  the  commencement  of  this  war? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  had  some  steam-tugs. 

Question.  Name  the  vessels  that  you  owned  or  in  which  you  were 
a  part  owner  in  July,  1861  ? 

Answer.  The  steamer  St.  Nicholas,  the  steamer  Diamond  State,  the 
steam-tug  Edwin  Forrest,  the  steam-tug  Fairy  Queen,  and  the  steam- 
tug  E.  H.  Herbert. 

Question.  Are  these  all  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  interest  had  you  in  each  of  those  vessels? 

Answer.  The  steamers  Diamond  State  and  St.  Nicholas  were  in  a 
joint  stock  company,  running  from  Baltimore  around  to  Washington, 
Alexandria,  and  Georgetown.  In  those  two  boats  I  bad  a  five 
thousand  dollars'  interest ;  I  owned  five  thousand  dollars'  worth  of 
stock. 

Question.  What  was  the  total  amount  of  the  stock  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  about  thirty  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  Then  you  owned  one-sixth  ? 

Answer.  I  owned  five  thousand  dollars  of  the  stock? 

Question.  Was  thirty  thousand  dollars  the  whole  amount  of  the 
capital  ? 

Answer.  I  would   not  say  positively ;  the  capital  was  more  than 
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Ihat.  We  had  Had  the  8t.  Nicholas  but  for  a  short  time,  but  the 
Talue  of  the  boats  was  about  thirty  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  What  other  property  did  the  company  own  besides  that  ? 

Answer.  Not  any  other. 

Question.  What  was  the  stock  worth  at  that  time? 

Answer.  Well,  I  should  think  it  was  worth  par. 

Question.  Then  you  owned  one-sixth ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  interest  did  you  own  in  the  tugs  ? 

Answer.  I  owned  the  whole  of  them. 

Question.  What  vessels  do  you  own  now,  in  whole  or  in  part  ? 

Answer.  I  own  ^  small  part  in  two  schooners  and  one  brig. 

Question.  In  addition  to  those  you  have  named  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   Do  you  still  own  the  tugs  and  steamers  you  have  named  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  any. 

.Question.  Have  you  sold  out  your  interest? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  As  to  the  St.  Nicholas  the  secesh  took  her  away 
from  us  ;  she  was  captured  and  burnt,  you  recollect,  by  a  man  named 
Thomas,  when  she  was  started  from  Baltimore  and  was  going  around  to 
the  Potomac?    The  Diamond  State  was  sold  since  that  to  another  party. 

Question.  Who  now  owns  the  tugs  that  you  owned? 

Answer.  Mr.  Coblens. 

Question.  All  of  them? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  did  you  sell  them  to  Mr.  Coblens  ? 

Answer.  I  think  in  June  and  July. 

Question.  What  did  you  get  for  them? 

Answer.  I  got  |4^200^Bach  for  the  Fairy  Queen  and  Edwin  Forrest. 
The  Herbert  was  lost  on  her  passage  from  Annapolis  to  Hatteras 
Inlet  on  the  30th  of  January. 

Question.  Are  they  how  in  the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  The  Fairy  Queen  and  Edwin  Forrest  are,  I  believe. 

Question.  When  you  sold  these  vessels  to  Mr.  Coblens  did  you  re- 
tain any  interest  in  them  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  all  the  interest  I  retained  in  them  was  that  he 
should  pay  me  five  per  cent  commission  on  the  amount  he  received 
on  the  charters  as  long  as  they  were  in  the  government  employment. 
There  was  one  more  boat  that  I  did  not  think  to  mention — the  James 
Murray — I  owned  at  that  time. 

Question.   What  was  done  with  her  ? 

Answer.  She  was  chartered  to  the  Burnside  expedition,  and  went 
to  Hatteras  Inlet,  and  remains  there  yet. 

Question.  Who  chartered  her  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Tucker. 

Question.  Of  whom  ? 

Answer.  Of  me. 

Question.  What  was  her  tonnage  ? 

Answer.  It  was  seventy-five  tons. 

Question.  How  much  was  to  be  paid  for  her  per  day? 

Answer.  Seventy-five  dollars. 

Question.  For  a  tug  of  75  tons  you  were  to  receive  |15  ^et  dvj  ? 
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ADSwer.  Yes,  sir.  The  owners  of  the  boats  were  to  ran  all  the  sea 
risk,  and  the  government  the  war  risk. 

Question.  Who  paid  for  the  coal  ? 

Answer.  The  government. 

Question.  Has  she  been  in  the  employment  of  the  government  at 
$T5  a  day  since  the  Burnside  expedition  ? 

Answer.  I  sold  her,  about  the  same  time  I  sold  the  others,  to  Mr. 
Goblens,  and  then  she  came  to  Baltimore  and  was  discharged,  I  think, 
but  I  would  not  be  certain,  and  refitted.  They  laid  out  a  good  deal 
of  money  on  her,  and  then  they  had  a  new  charter  for  her.  I  do  not 
know  about  that  myself. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  about  her  being  refitted  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  about  a  large  amount  of  money  being 
laid  out  on  her  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  for  a  tug  of  that  size. 

Question.  In  what  yard  was  it  laid  out  on  her? 

Answer.  The  iron-work,  I  think,  so  far  as  the  machinery  was  con- 
cerned, was  done  at  Charles  Reeder's,  and  the  wood-work  was  done  by 
Mr.  Muller,  I  think. 

Question.  Was  it  done  at  government  expense  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it. 

Question.  Was  she  paid  during  the  time  these  improvements  were 
being  put  upon  her? 

Answer.  1  cannot  say.     I  had  no  interest  in  her,  and  cannot  say. 

Question.  Were  you  not  getting  five  per  cent,  on  her  during  the 
time  she  was  being  repaired? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  think  not.  I  do  not  think  that  the  government 
paid  the  repairs. 

Question.  Do  you  swear  that  you  did  not  receive,  or  do  not  expect  to 
receive,  five  per  cent,  on  her  during  the  time  she  was  undergoing  repair? 

Answer.  I  expect  to  receive  five  per  cent,  on  all  she  received  from 
government ;  but  I  could  not  swear  whether  she  was  repaired  by 
government  or  whether  she  was  under  pay,  but  I  think  she  was  not. 

Question.  When  did  you  begin  to  act  for  government? 

Answer.  In  August,  1861,  I  think. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  be  employed  for  this  purpose? 

Answer.  I  have  been  in  the  steamboat  and  commission  business  for 
the  last  thirteen  years.  I  was  agent  for  a  line  of  steamers  in  New 
York  six  years  before  going  to  Baltimore.  Then  I  came  on  and  took 
charge  of  the  line  of  steamers  from  Charleston  to  Baltimore,  and  from 
Baltimore  to  New  York ;  that  was  changed  to  the  Cromwell's  line^ 
of  steamers.  I  was  agent  for  them  when  they  were  first  established, 
until  the  government  took  the  vessels,  a  short  time  previous  to  the 
time  I  have  mentioned.  Some  one  recommended  me  to  Colonel  Belger 
as  being  a  suitable  person. 

Question.  Who  was  that  person  who  recommended  you? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  Colonel  Belger  sent  for  me  to  come  to 
the  office,  and  said  I  had  been  recommended  to  him.  * 

Question.  What  per  cent,  have  you  received  on  the  vessels  you 
have  chartered  ? 

Answer.  I  have  received  five  per  cent.     In  some  cases  I  did  not  re- 
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ceiTe  that ;  in  some  cases  2^  per  cent.  ;  in  some  cases  more  ;  in  some 
cases  7^  per  cent. 

Quest  ion.  What  is  the  highest  you  have  ever  received  ? 

Answer.  I  think  ten  per  cent. 

Question.  In  what  cases  did  you  receive  ten  per  cent? 

Answer  I  don't  think  it  would  be  ten  per  cent.  In  the  cases  of 
the  Portsmouth,  the  Juniatta,  and  the  tug-boat  Phenix,  I  think  I  got 
7^  or  8  per  cent.  I  don't  think  I  received  a  percentage  on  the  whole 
amount  that  the  government  paid.  There  was  fifty  dollars  a  day  on 
the  Portsmouth  and  ten  dollars  a  day  on  the  tug-boat  that  I  think  I 
got  no  commission  on  at  all. 

Question.  Why  did  you  receive  only  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  on 
some  boats  ? 

Answer.  In  some  I  divided  with  other  brokers. 

Question.  What  brokers  have  divided  the  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  B.  M.  Heslen  and  Kelsey  &  Gray. 

Question.  Any  others? 

Answer.  I  do  not  now  recollect  any  others. 

Question.  In  how  many  cases  have  you  divided  with  Heslen  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say« 

Question.  More  than  one? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  a  good  many  cases. 

Question.  In  how  many  cases  with  Kelsey,  Gray  &  Co.? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say.  I  have  taken  a  great  many  vessels  of 
them. 

Question.  Have  you,  in  all  cases  that  you  have  acted  with  Kelsey 
&  Gray,  and  Heslen,  divided  the  five  per  cent,  with  them  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  have  received  five  per  cent,  myself  in  more 
cases  than  I  have  divided. 

Question.  Have  you  received  of  them  more  than  five  per  cent,  in 
any  case  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not,  sir. 

Question.  In  your  division  with  Captain  Loper,  did  you  divide  the 
five  per  cent.,  or  the  ten  per  cent.,  or  the  two  and  a  half  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  division  about  it.  I  paid  Captain  Loper^ 
as  I  have  stated  in  my  testimony  previously  taken,  which  you  will 
find  on  file  at  Washington,  with  every  particular,  the  amount  of 
money  on  every  vessel,  the  dates,  &c. 

Question.  That  testimony  is  not  before  this  committee  and  we  have 
to  examine  you  here  as  to  the  facts.  Have  you  divided  with  Captain 
Loper  the  percentage  you  received  upon  all  the  vessels  you  have  char- 
tered for  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  money  in  the  aggregate  have  you  paid  to 
Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.  Thirteen  thousand  dollars  I  have  paid  Captain  Loper. 

Question.  What  consideration  has  been  rendered  to  you  for  that  ? 

Answer.  He  has  sent  a  good  many  vessels  to  me,  and  in  other  ways. 

Question.  In  what  other  ways?  What  do  you  mean  by  **  other 
ways?" 

Answer.  Well,  in  getting  the  business  for  me. 

Question.  What  particular  ships  or  vessels  has  he  secured  for  you? 
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Answer.  I  could  not  say  what  particular  vessels. 

Question.  What  persons  has  he  recommended  to  you  for  employ- 
ment? 

Answer.  He  has  recommended  a  good  many  captains  of  vessels  to 
<K)me  to  me. 

Question.  Could  you  not  specify  some  out  of  **  a  good  mfiny  ?" 

Answer.  I  could  not  specify  any  names,  but  he  has  recommended 
a  good  many  vessels  to  me. 

Question.  Try  to  recollect  the  name  of  one  man  that  he  has  recom- 
mended to  you. 

Answer.  I  could  not  say,  sir. 

Queslion.  Try  to  recollect  the  name  of  one  ship,  or  other  vessel, 
that  he  has  sent  to  you. 

Answer.  I  have  never  chartered  any  ships.  All  I  have  chartered 
are  regular  schooners. 

Question.  Name  any  vessels  that  he  has  sent  to  you. 

Answer.  I  could  not  specify  any  vessel,  sir. 

Question.  Of  the  whole  number  of  the  many  vessels  that  you  have 
chartered  through  the  agency  of  Captain  Loper,  you  cannot  remem- 
her  the  name  of  a  vessel,  a  captain,  or  an  owner? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  any  particular  one.  I  have  had  cap- 
tains come  to  me  and  say  Captain  Loper  recommended  them  to  come 
to  me  and  see  if  I  wanted  any  schooners,  and  when  I  wanted  one  I 
took  it ;  but  I  cannot  recollect  the  name  of  a  vessel. 

Question.  For  doing  this  you  have  paid  Captain  Loper  thirteen  thou- 
sand dollars  ? 

Answer.  I  have  paid  him  thirteen  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  How  much  have  you  agreed  to  pay  him  in  addition  to 
what  you  have  already  paid  him  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not  agreed  to  pay  him  anything. 

Question.  How  much  do  you  consider  yourself  under  moral  obliga- 
tion, or  equitable  and  honorable  obligation,  to  pay  him,  in  addition 
to  what  you  have  already  paid  him  ? 

Answer.  I  should  feel  myself  under  obligation  to  pay  him  more.  I 
never  have  paid  him  anything  except  on  the  vessels  I  chartered  for 
the  McClellan  expedition. 

Question.  Please  to  answer  my  question.  How  much,  in  addition 
to  what  you  have  already  paid  him,  do  you  consider  yourself  under 
equitable  and  mercantile  obligation  to  pay  him  ? 

Answer.  I  should  consider  myself  under  obligation  to  pay  him  one 
half — that  is,  two  and  a  half  per  cent.,  except  on  the  vessels  chartered 
for  the  McClellan  expedition. 

Question.  How  much  do  you  estimate  the  remaining  portion  due 
Captain  Loper,  under  your  agreement  with  him,  not  yet  paid? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say ;  it  would  amount  to,  say,  one  thousand 
dollars  ;  perhaps  fifteen  hundred  ;  perhaps  not  a  thousand. 

Question.  How  much  has  your  percentage  amounted  to  for  all  the 
vessels  you  have  chartered  to  government? 

Answer.  I  think  about  forty -five  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  If  you  had  an  agreement  with  Captain  Loper  to  pay  him 
one-half  of  all  you  received,  why  is  he  not  entitled  to  $22,600? 

Answer.  I  did  not  have  any  such  agreement  with  him. 
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Qaestion.  State  specifically  what  your  agreement  was  with  Captain 
Loper ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  agreement.  The  only  conversation  I  ever 
had  with  Captain  Loper  was,  I  told  him  I  was  out  of  business,  and 
had  no  business  on  hand  ;  that  the  government  had  taken  my  boats  ; 
and  that  the  St.  Nicholas  had  been  taken  away  from  me,  and  the  line 
was  broken  up,  and  I  wished  that  he  would  give  me  some  business. 
He  remarked  that  there  would  be  a  good  many  vessels  wanted  by  gov- 
ernment in  the  next  six  months — a  good  many  in  Baltimore.  I  told 
him  if  he  would  put  me  in  the  way  of  getting  business  I  would  pay 
him  liberally. 

Question.  When  was  this  conversation  ? 

Answer.  Some  time  in  the  last  of  January  or  first  of  February,  1862, 

Question.  Where  did  it  take  place  ? 

Answer.  At  Annapolis. 

Question.  Where  did  you  first  see  him  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  acquainted  with  Captain  Loper  for  the  last 
ten  years.  I  saw  him,  so  far  as  the  government  affairs  were  con- 
cerned, at  Annapolis. 

Question.  When  did  you  enter  into  your  contract  with  Captain 
Loper  ? 

Answer.  That  was  the  only  contract  we  ever  had. 

Question.  I  understand,  then,  from  your  testimony,  that  the  only 
contract  or  arrangement  in  regard  to  these  vessels  that  you  ever  had 
with  Captain  Loper  was  in  February  or  March  last,  at  Annapolis? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  the  last  of  January  or  first  of  February. 

Question.  Am  I  correct  in  understanding  you  that  it  was  at  An- 
napolis ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  At  Annapolis  was  the  first  conversation  I  had 
with  him. 

Question.  You  say,  also,  that  that  was  the  only  conversation,  con- 
tract, or  agreement  that  you  had  with  him? 

Answer.  The  only  conversation  I  had  in  reference  to  paying  him 
anything.     I  have  seen  him  several  times  since  then. 

Question-.  Did  you  ever  meet  Captain  Loper  at  the  War  Department? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  meet  him  in  Walnut  street,  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When? 

Answer.  I  met  Captain  Loper  at  Mr.  Tucker's  ofiice  on  the  24th 
day  of  February,  1862,  on  Monday  morning  at  9  o'clock. 

Question.  Was  that  before  or  aft^r  you  saw  him  at  Annapolis? 

Answer.  That  was  afterwards. 

Question.  How  did  it  happen  that  you  went  to  meet  him  in  Phila- 
delphia, or  that  you  met  him  at  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  Some  time  in  the  month  of  February,  the  first  of  February, 
I  think,  the  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Stanton,  advertised  for  proposals 
for  vessels  of  different  classes — different  grades — steamers,  tug-boats, 
and  sailing  vessels.  I  saw  the  advertisement,  and  I  answered  the 
advertisement,  stating  that  I  could  furnish  so  many  steamers,  so  many 
tag-boats,  and  so  many  vessels.  Then  I  went  to  Washington,  and 
there  I  met  Mr.  Tucker  at  Willard's  Hotel.     He  was  theu,  I  W\s^? 
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Assistant  Secretary  of  War.  I  showed  him  the  schedule  I  had.  That 
was  on  Friday  night.  He  remarked  to  me  then,  that  Captain  Hodges 
and  himself  had  been  appointed  a  committee,  or  agents^  to  get  up  an 
expedition,  and  they  wanted  such  and  such  vessels  of  such  and  such 
dimensions,  decks,  and  capacities  for  carrying  mules  and  horses,  and 
steamboats  for  carrying  troops.  He  wanted  to  know  how  many  I 
could  furnish,  and  I  told  him  I  could  not  tell  exactly,  but  in  a  day  or 
so  I  could  give  all  the  names  of  the  different  vessels.  He  asked  me 
if  I  could  get  the  information  and  have  it  so  he  could  get  it  in  Phila- 
delphia on  Monday  ;  for  me  to  meet  him  at  his  o£Sce.  I  told  him  I 
thought  I  could.  I  went  home  on  the  six  o'clock  train  on  Saturday 
morning,  and  went  to  work  ;  got  the  names  of  the  vessels  ;  saw  the 
owners  and  parties,  and  got  the  dimensions ;  and  Sunday  night  I  went 
to  Philadelphia  and  saw  Captain  Hodges  and  Mr.  Tucker.  Captain 
Loper  was  there  at  the  time.  I  had  the  names  and  dimensions  of  the 
vessels. 

Question.  Who  was  present  at  that  interview  besides  yourself,  Mr. 
Tucker,  Captain  Loper,  and  Captain  Hodges  ? 

Answer.  I  think,  no  one — except  that  the  office  was  full  of  people 
handing  in  their  propositions.  A  great  many  merchants  were  there 
from  Philadelphia  and  from  all  parts.  That  day,  on  Monday,  they 
established  the  price  for  the  schooner^  and  boats.  Mr.  Tucker  told  me 
on  Friday  night  that  they  had  not  fixed  the  price  they  would  pay,  bat 
Captain  Hodges  had  been  at  New  York  and  Boston  and  would  ascertain. 

Question.  At  the  time  you  met  Captain  Loper  in  Mr.  Tucker's  office, 
on  Walnut  street,  Philadelphia,  was  there  any  conversation  between 
you  and  him  as  to  the  five  per  cent,  you  were  to  divide  with  him? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  a  word. 

Question.  Have  you  given  testimony  on  this  subject  before  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Does  your  testimony  now  given  correspond  with  your 
testimony  given  before  ? 

Answer.     1  think  so. 

Question.  Are  you  confident  of  that? 

Answer.  I  would  not  say  certainly,  sir. 

Question.  Who  knew  of  the  contract  between  you  and  Captain  Lo- 
per, except  you  and  he  ? 

Witness.  As  to  his  pay  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir. 

Answer.  Not  anybody  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  conversation  with  any  one  on  this 
subject  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge.     I  have  not. 

Question.  So  far  as  you  know^  no  one  is  cognizant  of  the  fact  that 
there  is  any  contract  between  you  and  Captain  Loper,  by  which  he  is 
to  receive  one-half  of  your  percentage  on  these  chartered  vessels? 

Answer.  He  is  not  to  receive  one  half.  He  has  not  received  one 
cent  on  those  chartered  at  Baltimore.  All  that  he  has  received  is 
on  the  charter-parties  of  what  we  call  the  McClellan  expedition. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  made  any  presents  to  any  officer  of  the 
United  States  during  the  pendency  of  this  war,  or  any  employe  of  the 
government  ? 
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t 
Answer.    I  have  made  some  small  presents  to  some  clerks  in  the 
ofBce  at  Baltimore. 
Question.  State  to  whom  and  what  the  presents  consisted  of. 
Answer.  I  have  made  some  presents  to  Mr.  Bixler,  and  some  to  a 
Mr.  McFarlane,  and  I  helieve  a  small  present  to  Mr.  Shane. 
Qnestion.   What  were  the  presents  ? 

Answer.  I  gave  Mr.  Shane  a  ton  of  coal  and  a  box  of  soap.     I  be- 
lieve I  never  made  him  any  presents  of  any  money. 
Qnestion.     Are  you  confident  of  that  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  not.  I  would  not  say  positively,  because 
I  would  not  want  to  speak  positively,  but  it  is  my  impression  I  have 
not.  I  gave  Mr.  Bixler  a  suit  of  clothes.  I  was  in  the  office  one  day; 
it  was  very  warm  ;  I  had  on  a  suit  of  thin  clothes  myself,  and  he  said, 
"Suppose  you  give  us  a  suit  of  clothes."  I  said,  '*  Here  is  an  order, 
go  and  get  a  su\t."  I  thought  he  would  get  a  thin  suit,  but  he  got  a 
thick  one,  and  I  paid  the  bill  when  it  came  down. 
Question.  What  did  you  give  the  other? 

Answer.  As  to  Mr.  McFarlane,  I  had  money  of  him.     He  loaned 
me  fourteen  or  fifteen  hundred  dollars  at  one  time,  and  at  another 
time  six  or  seven  hundred  dollars.     I  paid  him  at  different  times,  I 
should  think,  about  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  for  the  use  of  thirteen 
hundred.     I  had  $1,365,  I  think,  of  him  at  one  time. 
Question.  For  how  long  ? 
Answer.  I  think  about  two  months 
Question.  How  long  did  you  have  the  six  hundred? 
Answer.  About  the  same  time. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  pay  him  more  than  the  $500? 
^Answer.  I  think  that  was  all  I  ever  paid  him. 
Question.  What  did  he  ever  receive  from  you  except  the  $500  ? 
Answer.  Nothing  else  but  that  money. 

Question.  For  the  use  of  $1,900  for  three  months  you  paid   him 
$500? 
Answer.  I  paid  him  about  $500. 

Question.  To  what  other  agent  or  employe  of  the  government  have 
you  paid  money  or  made  presents? 
Answer.  I  have  made  presents  to  no  others,  to  my  knowledge. 
Question.  What  other  presents  or  money  have  you  paid,  or  have 
you  agreed  to  pay,  or  do  you  consider  yourself  under  any  obligation 
to  pay,  to  any  government  agent,  officer,  or  employ^? 

Answer.  To  none,  sir.    There  is  no  agreement  and  no  understanding 
to  pay  to  anybody. 

Question.  Have  you  had  the  general  charge  of  the  vessels  belong- 
ing to  the  army  department  of  the  government  in  Baltimore? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     All  I  have  done  there  is,  whenever  they  would  • 
want  a  vessel  I  have  been  sent  for  by  Colonel  Belger,  who  wanted  to 
know  if  he  could  get  such  and  such  schooners;  and  I  was  sent  for  by 
General  Dix  and  General  Banks. 

Question.  Why  were,  you  sent  for  in  preference  to  any  other  ship 
broker  or  commission  merchant? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say,  sir.  I  have  been  sent  for  by  General  Dix 
a  good  many  times,  when  he  would  say  they  wanted  to  send  some 
secret  expedition  to  a  certain  place  on  the  Potomac  or  the  Chesapeake^ 
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and  he  wanted  to  know  the  depth  of  water  and  if  I  knew  any  steamers 
drawing  that  depth  of  water  ;  and  I  have  heen  out  and  made  an  ex- 
aipination  and  told  him  and  engaged  the  vessels. 

Question.  Did  you  furnish  any  vessels  on  better  terms  than  any 
other  commission  merchant  of  Baltimore  would  have  furnished  them  at? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  furnished  at  a  less  price  than  they  would 
have  to  pay  if  they  had  gone  into  the  market  and  engaged  of  the 
brokers. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Major  Belger,  or  Mr.  Loper,  or  any 
other  person  having  instructions  to  employ  you  in  preference  to  any 
one  else  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  arrangement  or  understanding,  tacit 
or  implied,  written  or  oral,  by  which  you  should  be  employed  in  pre- 
ference to  anybody  else  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  think  there  was  ever  in  the  world  any 
understanding  of  the  kind. 

Question.  How  often  have  you  employed  those  tug-boats  for  freight 
purposes  after  they  were  sold  to  the  United  States  government  ? 

Witness.  What  tug-boats  ? 

The  Chairman.  Those  tug-boats  that  belonged  to  the  United  States. 

WiTNiass.  For  private  purposes  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir. 

Answer.  We  had  in  the  port  of  Baltimore  one  tug  that  was  chartered 
to  the  government,  and  the  War  Department  and  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment having  a  great  many  vessels  there,  sometimes  they  would  want 
to  move  more  vessels  than  what  one  tug-boat  could  do.  I  have  then, 
myself,  hired  other  tug-boats  to  move  these  vessels  and  paid  the 
owners  that  moved  them.  And  sometimes  there  has  been  not  any 
work  doing.  I  was  in  the  tug  business  before  this  war  broke  out.  So 
they  would  then  come  to  me  to  have  a  boat  moved  down  to  Locust 
Point  or  some  other  place  and  I  would  have  it  done.  In  making  up 
the  account  of  these  things  to  the  30th  of  July,  wbich  was  directed  to 
Colonel  Belger,  the  balance  due  to  the  government  was  fifty-seven 
dollars,  1  think,  over  and  above  what  I  paid  out.  Since  that  time  the 
amount  paid  out  has  been  more  than  has  been  received. 

Question.  You  say  the  government  tug-boats  were  employed  for — 

Answer.  (Interposing.)    The  tug-boat  was  employed  so. 

Question.  For  private  purposes  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  for  the  government.  The  government  had  paid 
for  one  tug-boat. 

Question.  I  asked  if  the  government  tug-boats  had  not  been  em- 
ployed in  tugging  boats  for  private  individuals  ? 

Answer.  I  explained  why  it  was. 

Question.  I  want  a  categorical  answer.  Is  the  government  tug- 
boat so  used  ? 

Answer.  She  is,  sir. 

Question.  By  whose  direction  ? 

Answer.  By  my  direction,  in  that  way. 

Question.  What  authority  had  you  to  employ  her  in  that  way  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  more  authority  than  I  had  to  employ  other  ves- 
eeU  to  tow  other  than  government  vessels. 
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Qoestion.  Had  you  any  authority  to  ase  a  government  vessel  alter 
she  was  chartered  to  government. 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  I  had  any  authority,  but  I  had  paid  four 
or  five  hundred  dollars  for  towing  government  vessels  in  the  harbor, 
which  bill  had  not  been  paid. 

Question.  Has  any  government  vessel  or  tug-boat  been  employed 
there  in  tugging  vessels  belonging  to  private  parties? 

Answer.  In  no  case,  except  this  boat  that  was  in  the  habor,  as  I 
stated. 

Question.  In  how  many  cases  was  that  boat  you  speak  of,  in  the 
harbor,  used  for  tugging  private  boats? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say  how  much. 

Question.  Who  collected  the  amount  paid  by  those  individual 
owners  ? 

Answer.  My  clerk. 

Question.  What  did  you  do  with  it? 

Answer.  I  kept  an  account  of  it. 

Question.  Up  to  what  time  ? 

Answer.  To  the  30th  of  July. 

Question.  When  did  you  make  up  that  account? 

Answer.  To  the  last  of  July. 

Question.  When  were  the  entries  made? 

Answer.  At  that  time. 

Question.  Do  you  swear  that  the  entries  were  made  at  the  time  the- 
tagging  was  done? 

Answer.  I  swear  this,  that  the  account  was  made  up  from  memo- 
randums up  to  the  ;:iOth  of  July. 

Question.  I  am  not  asking  the  way  it  was  made  up,  but  when  it  was 
made  up  and  rendered  ? 

Answer.  The  last  of  July  or  first  of  August;  the  last  of  July,  I  think. 

Question.  Do  I  understand  you  to  swear  that  the  account  you  ren- 
dered to  government  on  the  last  of  July  contains  a  charge  against 
yourself  for  the  amount  that  you  received  for  this  tugging? 

Answer.  It  shows  a  balance  due  the  government  of  fifty-seven  dol- 
lars. I  think  it  states  this.  My  clerk  made  it  out,  showing  a  balance 
of  fifty- seven  dollars  due  the  United  States  government,  which  must 
be  deducted  from  the  charter  of  the  Has  well. 

Question  I  wish  to  know  whether  the  items  were  furnished  in  the 
account  you  rendered  on  the  last  of  July,  charging  yourself  with  the 
amount  you  received  from  the  private  owners  of  these  vessels  for  tugging 
their  boats? 

Answer.  No  sir,  there  were  no  items ;  the  items  were  there  and 
the  balance  was  struck. 

Question.  Who  had  the  items? 

Answer.  I  had  them. 

Question.   Where? 

Answer.  In  my  desk. 

Question.  On  your  books  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Why  did  you  not  have  them  on  your  books? 
Answer.  That  money  belonged  to  me.     I  kept  a  memorandum  of 
it  all. 
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Qnestion.  Do  yoa  keep  books  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Please  answer  the  question  again  r  if  you  intended  to 
credit  the  government  with  the  amount  you  received  for  tugging  these 
vessels,  why  did  you  not  enter  it  upon  the  books  at  the  time  you  re- 
ceived the  money  ? 

Answer.  It  would  have  been  a  good  deal  of  work  to  charge  every 
dollar  and  a  half  or  two  dollars  for  towing  a  vessel.  When  I  paid 
out  money  I  got  the  bills. 

Question.  Would  it  have  been  any  greater  work  than  to  have  kept 
it  in  private  memoranda  ? 

Answer.  When  the  clerk  collected  it  he  would  bring  in  such  an 
amount  collected  such  a  day,  and  that  was  laid  to  one  side. 

Question.  Have  you  those  items  now  on  your  books? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  not  got  them  on  an  account  recently  rendered, 
or  about  to  be  rendered  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  all  I  have  got  is  for  money  paid  out.  That  item 
I  have  rendered. 

Question.  When  did  you  first  charter  the  Herbert? 

Answer.  The  Herbert  was  chartered  to  the  Navy  Department,  in 
the  first  place,  August  19. 

Question.  For  what  purpose? 

Answer.  For  blockading,  I  believe,  the  Potomac  river.  She  was 
chartered  to  Mr.  Welles. 

Question.  When  did  you  charter  the  James  Murray  ? 

Answer.  The  same  day. 

Question.  When  was  the  Herbert  lost  at  sea? 

Answer.  The  Herbert  was  chartered  then.  After  she  got  through 
with  the  Navy  Department  she  was  then  chartered  to  the  Burnside 
expedition,  I  think,  on  the  first  day  of  January  or  29th  of  December, 
and  she  was  lost  on  the  30th  of  January,  I  think. 

Question.  To  whom  did  you  charter  the  Fairy  Queen  and  Edwin 
Forrest? 

Answer.  To  Mr.  Fox,  in  the  first  place. 

Question.  When? 

Answer.  On  the  19th  of  August. 

Question.  How  long  did  that  charter  last  ? 

Answer.  The  Edwin  Forrest  was  transferred  to  the  War  Depart- 
ment in  October  or  November,  and  then  they  got  through  with  them ; 
and  the  Fairy  Queen  and  Edwin  Forrest  were  chartered  to  the 
McClellan  expedition. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  charte    them  to  Mr.  Fox  for? 

Answer.  Forty  dollars  a  day,  I  believe. 

Question.  How  much  to  Captain  Hodges  ? 

Answer.  Captain  Hodges  paid  $45  ;  we  run  our  risk  ;  they  run  the 
war  risk  and  the  sea  risk,  both,  in  the  Navy  Department.  When 
we  took  the  charter  for  the  McClellan  expedition  the  owners  run  the 
43ea  risk,  and  the  government  the  war  risk. 

Question.  You  have  not  mentioned  the  steamer  Patapsco ;  did  you 
have  any  connexion  with  her? 
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Answer.  I  bought  the  steamer  Patapsco  of  the  mayor  auu  city 
\  council  of  Baltimore,  and  kept  her  some  time.  I  owned  one  half  and 
%  Mr.  Coblens  bought  the  other  half.  He  paid  all  the  money  for  her, 
f  and  went  on  and  repaired  her  at  an  expense  of  2.500  and  odd  dollars, 
I  think  ;  then  I  sold  him  out  the  whole  interest  for  $600  advance.  I 
I  got  $600  profit. 
'       Questiou.  How  much  did  you  get  per  day  for  the  Patapsco? 

Answer.  The  charter-party  was  $85. 

Question.   What  was  her  tonnage? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  now,  but  I  think  in  the  neighborhood  of 
100  tons  ;  it  may  be  less.  She  is  an  iron  boat,  a  flat  boat,  of  very  light 
draught  of  water,  with  two  engines.  She  may  be  over  100  tons  ;  she 
would  take  250  or  300  soldiers  and  carry  a  good  many  stores  on  four 
feet  water. 

Question.  Tou  saw  Captain  Loper  first,  in  relation  to  this  subject, 
at  Annapolis? 

Answer.  I  met  Captain  Loper  at  Annapolis  when  I  went  down  to 
get  my  charter-party  for  the  Herbert ;  I  did  not  know  he  was  there 
until  I  went  down. 

Question.  When  was  that? 

Answer.  That  was  the  last  of  December,  1861.  The  Murray  and  the 
Herbert  were  at  work  at  Annapolis,  and  were  about  to  leave  to  go  upon 
this  expedition,  and  I  went  up  to  see  them  off,  and  met  Capt.  Loper. 

Question.  You  then  came  down  before  the  Burnside  expedition  to 
Washington  and  the  War  Department,  and  there  you  saw  Mr.  Tucker  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  it  was  after  this  ;  the  Burnside  expedition  started 
before  the  McCleDan  expedition.  The  Burnside  expedition  started 
from  Annapolis  about  the  middle  of  January,  and  Mr.  Stanton  had 
not  advertised  for  these  vessels  for  the  McClellan  expedition  before  the 
first  of  February. 

Question.  Am  I  right  in  understanding  you  that  your  percentage  is 
divided  with  Captain  Loper  only  in  regard  to  the  Burnside  expedicon? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  the  McClellan  expedition  ;  the  Burnside  expe- 
dition was  all  made  up  and  gone  before  I  saw  Captain  Loper.  These 
two  vessels  I  chartered  to  Gen.  Burnside,  his  chief  engineer  examined 
them,  and  the  charter-parties  were  signed  by  Mr.  Tucker,  I  think,  in 
Philadelphia  ;  I  know  1  sent  them  on  there,  and  they  were  signed. 

Question.  You  then  went  to  Philadelphia  from  here,  and  saw  Mr. 
Tucker  and  Captain  Loper? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  saw  Mr.  Tucker  here,  first. 

Question.  Tou  then  went  to  Baltimore  and  ascertained  the  number 
and  character  ot  vessels  you  were  to  supply  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then  you  carried  that  list  on  to  Philadelphia? 

Answer.' Yes,  sir  ;  with  the  tonnage,  length  of  decks,  width  and 
breadth  of  beam,  &c.^  of  the  vessels  ;  and  there  they  established  the 
price  for  the  sailing  vessels. 

Question.  Did  you  go  to  Philadelphia  more  than  once? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  do  not  believe  that  I  went  to  Philadelphia 
after  the  interview  I  had  then  lor  two  months. 
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QuestioD.  What  did  you  go  back  to  Philadelphia  at  that  time  for  ? 

Witness.  What  time? 

The  Cdairman.  The  last  time. 

Answer.  I  don't  remember  when  I  was  there  after  that ;  it  was  on 
no  business  connected  with  the  government,  though. 

Question.  Have  you  not  sworn  upon  a  previous  occasion  that  you 
went  to  Philadelphia,  and  therer  found  out  the  character  of  the  vessels 
that  Mr.  Tucker  would  employ,  and  then  came  back  to  Baltimore  to 
see  about  getting  them? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  not  so  sworn  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  don't  think  I  have  ;  I  have  sworn  that  I  came 
here  to  Washington  after  I  saw  the  letter  of  Mr.  Stanton,  and  then 
saw  Mr.  Tucker,  and  he  stated  to  me  the  class  of  vessels  they  would 
want,  but  they  had  not  set  a  price  ;  they  would  go  into  all  the  markets 
and  see  what  they  could  be  got  for,  and  put  the  price  accordingly ; 
they  established  the  price  on  Monday  after  that.  I  never  saw  Mr. 
Tucker  until  I  saw  him  here  ;  if  they  have  that  down  here  in  my  tes- 
timony it  is  down  wrong.  The  first  I  knew  of  this  was  this  ad- 
vertisement of  Mr.  Stanton. 

Question.  You  say  you  have  received  $45,000  of  commissions  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  about  that. 

Question  How  many  vessels  are  there  now  in  the  government  em- 
ploy upon  which  you  are  receiving  five  per  cent,  upon  their  earnings  ? 

Answer.  It  is  not  a  large  number  now  ;  most  of  the  McOlellan 
expedition  are  out. 

Question.  Please  state  the  names  of  the  vessels  upon  which  you  are 
receiving  five  per  cent. 

Answer.  I  cannot  recollect. 

Question.  You  must  try  and  recollect.  A  man  who  is  receiving 
five  per  cent,  revenue  from  a  ship  should  be  able  to  tell  her  name. 

Answer.  I  have  every  ship,  and  the  commission  received  and  the 
prices  attached,  on  my  books. 

Question.  We  desire  you  to  furnish  us  that  list. 

Answer.  You  can  get  it  from  Mr.  Watson. 

Question.  We  prefer  having  it  in  your  testimony.  We  desire  to 
know  what  vessels  are  now  in  the  employ  of  the  government  chartered 
by  you. 

Answer.  I  can  give  you  some. 

Question.  Take  the  steamers. 

Answer.  The  steamer  Baltimore. 

Question.  At  how  much  per  day? 

Answer.  At  $250  a  day.  The  steamer  Fairy  Queen  and  the  steamer 
Edwin  Forrest  are  $15  each  per  day  ;  the  steamer  Georgia  is  at  $350 
a  day  ;  she  is  a  large  boat ;  the  steamer  Portsmouth  and  the  steamer 
Juniatta.  I  think  all  the  other  boats  have  been  discharged,  but  I  am 
not  certain  of  it.  For  schooners,  there  is  the  schooner  Julia  Smith, 
the  West  Wind,  the  Norman,  the  Emily  Amelia.  I  should  think 
there  are  about  twenty  schooners  probably  in  the  service  now.  I  can- 
not tell  all  the  names.  I  think  the  Fairy  Queon  and  £.  Forrest  are 
at  $40  a  day. 
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Question.  What  is  their  tonnage  ? 

Answer.  They  would  average,  I  suppose,  150  tons. 

Question.  How  much  are  they  chartered  for  per  ton? 

Answer.  Four  dollars  per  ton  per  month.  That  was  the  price 
established  by  the  War  Department.  I  believe  in  all  cases  that  is  what 
they  have  paid.  There  is  no  case  where  it  is  over  that,  and  in  some 
cases  it  is  less.  The  uniform  price  was  four  dollars  per  ton  per  month, 
the  custom-house  registered  tonnage. 

Question.  Upon  all  the  vessels  you  have  named,  and  no  others,  you 
are  now  receiving  upon  their  earnings  five  per  cent,  and  no  more? 

Answer.  I  would  not  say  I  have  named  all,  but  to  my  best  recol- 
lection.    There  is  a  lot  of  barges. 

Question.  Are  you  not  receiving  ten  per  cent,  on  the  Portsmouth? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  this  is  a  new  charter.     There  was  an  old  charter. 

Question.  Under  the  old  charter  you  received  ten  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  but  not  on  the  full  amount  received  from  govern- 
ment. It  would  amount  to  seven  and  one-half  per  cent,  on  the  amount 
paid  by  government. 

Question.  Who  signed  the  charter-parties  of  the  vessels  you  char- 
tered? 

Answer.  Captain  Hodges  signed  the  biggest  part  of  them  for  the 
McClellan  expedition ;  for  those  in  the  department  at  Baltimore, 
Col.  Belger. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Tucker  sign  any  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  don't  think  Mr.  Tucker  signed  any  since  he 
has  been  Assistant  Secretary  of  War.     Previous  to  that  he  did. 

Question.  Did  you  sign  them  for  the  owners  of  the  vessels? 

Answer.  In  a  good  many  cases  I  did.. 

Question.  Who  signed  them  in  other  cases? 

Answer.  The  owners  and  captains.  In  the  case  of  the  barges  for 
the  McClellan  expedition,  the  bargemen  had  no  money,  and  they  had 
to  have  anchors  and  chains  and  tow-lines  for  two  months,  and  I  fur- 
nished all  the  barges  with  supplies  and  took  the  charter-parties  in  my 
own  name  for  security. 

Question.  Did  you  in  your  former  testimony  swear  that  you  paid 
McFarlane  $450  interest  for  $500  for  three  months  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  think  I  swore  the  same  then  as  now. 

Question.  Did  you  not,  also,  on  a  former  occasion,  swear  that  you 
paid  McFarlane  $500  for  throwing  vessels  into  your  hands  ? 

Answer.     No,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  sure  you  did  not  swear  to  that? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  about  that..  I  asked  them  to  read  my  testi- 
mony over  to  me  when  it  was  taken  by  Mr.  Baker,  but  he  would  not 
do  it.     There  was  no  bargain  between  Mr.  McFarlane  and  me. 

Question.  You  never  paid  McFarlane  any  other  sum  than  $500? 

Answer.  I  never  paid  him  more  than  that.  I  think  it  was  only 
$450.  You  can  put  it  for  commissions  received  for  vessels,  or  for  the 
use  of  the  money,  or  any  other  way.  There  was  nothing  said  about 
it. 

Question.  You  spoke  of  giving  your  testimony  to  Mr.  Baker,  what 
Baker  was  that  ? 
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Answer.  This  detective  Baker  ;  I  gave  my  testimony  there 

Question.  Do  you  say  you  do  not  know  what  yon  swore  to  on  that 
occasion  ? 

Answer.  I  asked  him,  after  he  took  down  the  testimony,  if  he  would 
not  let  the  clerk  that  took  it  down  read  it  over  to  me  before  I  signed 
it,  so  that  I  might  know  that  it  was  all  right.  He  said,  no,  they 
were  in  a  hurry  to  go  away  ;  and  I  signed  it,  and  I  found  he  reported 
to  Mr.  Stanton  different  from  what  it  was,  and  I  came  down  here  and 
told  him,  *'  Mr.  Baker,  the  testimony  you  have  down  is  wronpj,  as  I 
understand,  and  I  want  to  correct  it/'  He  asked  how?  I  said,  ^'As 
to  charter  parties.  I  understand  that  you  said  to  Mr.  Watson  that  I 
stated  in  my  testimony  that  the  charter  parties  were  handed  to  me 
signed  for  me  to  fill  up,  and  I  had  them  so  in  my  office.  That  is  a 
mistake.  When  I  left  Philadelphia  on  the  24th  day  of  February,  1862, 
Captain  Hodges  handed  me  six  or  seven  hundred  blank  charter  parties 
for  me  to  bring  home  to  have  them  filled  up  by  my  clerk,  and  to  have 
the  owners  sign  them,  and  Captain  Hodges  would  be  there  on  a  cer- 
tain day  and  sign  them  himself." 

Question.     Did  you  know  a  clerk  named  Bixler? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  Did  you  ever  give  him  Mr.  Coblen's  check  for  $500? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  gave  him  my  own  check  for  $460.  I  was  re- 
quested to  do  it.     It  was  paid  back  to  me. 

Question.  What  was  it  for  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  understood  it  was  $460.  They  paid  it 
to  him,  handed  it  to  him  and  Coblens  paid  me  the  money  back. 

Question.  Ton  say  that  only  one  government  tug  in  the  harbor  was 
used  for  tugging  privatfe  boats? 

Answer.  I  would  not  say  that. 

Question.  Did  you  not  say  that  in  the  former  part  of  your  testi- 
mony ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  said  one  tug  was  kept  in  the  harbor  all  the  time 
for  towing. 

Question.  Did  you  not  say  that  only  one  tug  was  kept  ? 

Answer.  That  was  the  only  tug  employed  all  the  time,  but  others 
used  to  g6  up  and  down. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  the  Patapsco  was  used  there  to 
tow  private  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  of  it. 

Question.  Was  she  not  used  upon  your  direction  ? 

Answer.  Upon  certain  occasions  she  was. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  pay  for  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  the  Has  well  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  at  this  same  time. 

Question.  Was  the  Fairy  Queen  ? 

Answer.  Undoubtedly,  at  the  same  time. 

Question.  And  you  received  the  pay  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Qnestion.  You  did  not  enter  upon  your  books  any  credit  to  the 
government  against  yourself  for  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not  keep  any  books  of  it,  but  I  have  re- 
ceipts to  show  what  I  paid.     I  paid  something  like  $500. 

Question.  What  did  the  Patapsco  cost  ? 

Answer.  I  paid  the  city  $1,200  for  her. 

Question.  And  you  chartered  her  for  $85  a  day  ? 
I         Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  does  she  belong  to? 

Answer.  Mr.  Coblens. 

Question.  How  long  has  she  been  under  this  charter? 

Answer.  She  has  been  out  of  the  charter  for  some  time. 

Question.  For  how  long? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Where  is  she  ? 

Answer.  In  Baltimore,  I  think. 

Question.  How  long  was  she  in  the  employ  of  the  government? 

Answer.  About  four  months,  I  think. 

Question.  When  did  the  government  cease  to  employ  her? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Was  it  since  December  1st? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  think  she  was  out  of  service  before  that.  That 
is  my  impression.  She  was  of  the  same  class  of  boats  with  some 
similar  boats  in  New  York,  that  were  chartered  at  $120  a  day.  She 
would  go  where  some  boats  of  that  class  could  not  go.  The  boats 
that  carried  the  same  amount  of  troops  and  stores  were  chartered  at 
$120  a^ay.  Having  two  engines  she  could  turn  around  in  her  own 
length,  and  that  made  her  very  handy  in  going  up  creeks  and  bays. 

Question.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Captain  Sargeant,  acting  as 
quartermaster  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  don't  believe  I  do. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  chartered  any  vessels  for  Andrew  Gray  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     Of  the  firm  of  Kelsey  &  Gray. 

Question.  How  many? 

Answer.  I  have  taken  a  good  many  vessels  for  that  firm. 

Question.  What  did  you  charge  them  ? 

Answer.  The  owners  of  the  vessels  paid  me  five  per  cent.;  in  some 
cases  we  divided,  and  I  only  got  2^  per  cent,  and  they  got  2^  per  cent, 
Kelsey  &  Gray  are  ship-brokers,  likewise. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  vessels  for  them  for  the  McClellan  expe- 
dition ? 

Answer.  I  took  vessels  that  they  had  to  come  to  them. 

Question.  Any  for  the  Burnside  expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  the  Burnside  expedition  I  had  nothing  to  do  with. 

Question.  You  have  been  chartering  of  them  all  along? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  when  they  had  a  vessel  to  suit. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  charter  any  of  Richard  M.  Heslen? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  many? 

Answer.  A  good  many. 

Question.  How  much  did  he  pay  you  ? 

Answer.  The  money  was  paid  by  the  owners  of  the  ve^^^l^. 
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Question.  How  much  did  you  receive  on  the  vessels  you  chartered 
of  him? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent,  and  two  and  a  half  per  cent.;  a  good  many 
of  them  were  two  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  Did  you  not,  for  the  vessels  chartered  for  the  Burnside 
expedition,  receive  of  him  seven  and  a  half  per  cent.? 

Answer.  I  received  only  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  on  the  Burnside 
expedition,  myself. 

Question.  Who  received  the  rest ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Brant 

Question.  Who  was  that? 

Answer.  The  man  who  had  the  water  contract. 

Question.  What  is  his  full  name? 

Answer.  J.  Brant,  jr. 

Question.  Did  he  get  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  came  he  to  have  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know,  I  am  sure.  He  had  the  contract  for  the 
supply  of  the  water  for  the  Burnside  expedition,  and  I  got  the  vessels 
for  him  with  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  and  I  got  two  and  a  half  per 
cent.,  and  that  is  all. 

Question,  Did  Heslen  know  of  Brant  in  the  transaction  ? 

Answer.  Yes  sir. 

Question.  Did  they  know  that  five  of  the  7^  per  cent,  was  going 
to  Brant  as  commission  ? 

Answer.  Certainly. 

Question.  Did  Heslen? 

Answer.  Certainly  he  did.     I  told  him  so. 

Question.  How  happened  it  that  you  did  not  charge  your  usual  per- 
centage in  that  case — that  you  divided  with  Brant? 

Answer.  I  did  not  divide  with  Brant,  but  Brant  told  me  he  must 
have  five  per  cent,  on  the  vessels. 

Question.  What  claim  had  Brant  on  the  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  anything  about  that. 

Question.  Why  did  you  allow  him  to  have  it? 

Answer.  He  put  the  business  in  my  hands,  and  I  gave  him  that 
for  the  business. 

Question.  Where  does  Brant,  jr.,  reside? 

Answer.  In  Baltimore.  He  had  a  contract  and  gave  me  that  busi- 
ness ;  he  could  not  attend  to  it  himself,  and  gave  it  to  me  and  I  at- 
tended to  it,  and  got  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  for  my  trouble,  and  the 
owners  paid  him  five  per  cent ;  that  is,  on  the  Burnside  expedition. 

Question.  Did  you  tell  any  one  that  nobody  could  charter  any  ves- 
sels to  government  but  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  never  in  the  world. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  attempt  to  create  that  impression? 

Answer.  Never  in  the  world. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  else  attempting  to  create  that 
impression  ? 

Answer,  I  do  not  know  what  anybody  else  did. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that? 
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Answer.  No,  sir;  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  fact. 

Qnestion.  Did  you  ever  give  Mr.  Heslen  blank  charter-parties  to 
fill  up? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  to  Mr.  Gray  or  any  other* parties? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  What  I  mean  by  blank  charter-parties  is  merely 
the  printed  forms.  For  instance,  if  they  had  a  vessel  I  would  tell 
them,  take  these  charter-parties. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  give  to  Mr.  Heslen  any  blank  charter-par- 
ties previously  signed  by  Col.  Belger,  Captain  Hodges,  or  Mr.  Tucker  ? 

Answer.  I  never  had  such  a  charter-party  in  my  possession  in  the 
world.  I  never  had  a  charter-party  signed  by  any  officer  of  the  gov- 
ernment in  the  world  before  it  was  filled  up. 

Question.  You  say  the  business  you  received  from  Mr.  Heslen  you 
received  through  Mr.  Brant? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  took  vessels  from  all  these  parties  for  Brant — 
from  diflferent  brokers,  different  people. 

Question,  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  reason  Brant  had  a 
claim  on  you  for  five  per  cent,  of  this  seven  and  a-half  per  cent,  paid 
by  Heslen  was  that  Brant  threw  Heslen's  business  into  your  hands? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Then  I  put  the  question  again  :  how  came  it  that  Brant 
received  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Brant  engaged  me  to  furnish  transportation  for  this  expe- 
dition, and  I  would  take  the  vessels  of  anybody  that  had  them.  If 
Mr.  Heslen  had  a  vessel  suited  to  the  water,  that  would  not  draw  over 
eight  feet,  I  took  it ;  it  was  very  difficult  to  find  them.  If  a  roan  sent 
such  vessel  to  him,  say,  from  Boston,  and  we  examined  her  and  found 
she  would  do,  I  would  take  that  vessel^  and  I  would  take  two  and  a 
half  per  cent,  and  pay  Mr.  Brant  five  per  cent.  The  owner  of  the 
boat  paid  seven  and  a  half  per  cent.  I  would  take  some  of  Kelsey 
&  Gray,  and  any  other  parties  in  Baltimore.  I  took  them  of  all 
parties. 

Question.  Were  these  charter-parties  you  speak  of  now,  on  which 
Brant  got  five  per  cent.,  signed  by  Brant  and  the  government  agent? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  they  were  signed  by  Mr.  Tucker  before 
he  was  Assistant  Secretary  of  War. 

Question.  What  right  had  Brant  to  control  the  employment  of 
these  vessels,  and  how  could  he  designate  them? 

Answer.  Brant  had  a  contract  for  the  water  ;  we  were  to  furnish 
the  water.  Mr.  Brant  had  the  contract  for  the  water  and  he  was  to 
put  it  on  board  the  vessels  at  such  a  [)rice,  and  the  contract  was  that 
the  vessels  should  not  draw  over  eight  feet  of  water  loaded  going  to 
Hatteras  Inlet.  Whenever  he  wanted  a  vessel  to  carry  so  many  bar- 
rels I  would  go  into  the  market  and  get  it.  That  was  his  contract. 
He  claimed  five  per  cent,  commission  on  the  vessels. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Tucker  know  that  you  and  Brant  were  dividing 
seven  and  a  half  per  cent? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  no,  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Question.  Did  Colonel  Belger? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  Colonel  Belger  did  not  know  anything  about  it. 
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I  Quefition.  Did  Colonel  Belger  know  that  you  were  getting  five  and 
seven  per  cebt.  on  all  these  vessels? 

Answer.  I  do  not  believe  that  he  knows  anything  about  it. 

Question.  Did  he  know  you  were  getting  a  per  cent,  at  all  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  believe  he  did. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  a  conversation  with  him  on  that 
subject? 

Answer.  Not  a  word. 

Question.  Was  there  ever  any  conversation  between  him  and  any 
other  parties  on  this  eubject  in  your  presence  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Or  between  you  and  any  other  parties  in  his  presence? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  not  until  since  this  thing  came  out ;  within  a 
month  or  six  weeks.  I  never  received  one  dollar  from  the  govern- 
ment for  my  services  rendered  in  any  way,  shape,  or  manner,  and  I 
have  been  employed  night  and  day  and  Sundays. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  barge  Delaware? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  For  how  much  ? 

Answer.  The  barge  Delaware  and  the  tug-boat  Lioness  were  char- 
tered together.  My  impression  is  now  that  it  was  |120  a  day  for  the 
two  for  one  month,  with  the  privilege  of  taking  her  as  long  as  they 
wanted  her. 

Question.  How  much  is  the  Lioness  worth  ? 

Answer.  About  six  or  eight  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  There  is  a  difference  between  six  and  eight  thousand 
dollars? 

Answer.  If  they  under  charter  she  was  worth  eight  thousand — not 
under  charter  six  thousand. 

Question.  Was  she  worth  $6,000? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  she  was,  without  a  charter. 

Question.  Do  you  know  about  the  Telegraph  ? 

Answer.  I  know  of  such  a  boat,  but  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  her  ; 
I  did  not  charter  her,  and  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  chartering  her. 

Question.  How  much  is  the  barge  Delaware  worth  by  herself. 

Answer.  I  should  think  that  barge  was  worth  $2,500. 

Question.  How  much  would  she  be  worth  a  day  ? 

Answer.  I  know  that  Captain  Hodges  and  Mr.  Tucker  thought 
she  was  the  cheapest  thing  they  chartered. 

Question.  I  ask  for  your  opinion  ? 

Answer.  As  they  were  paying  for  vessels,  I  think  she  was  worth 
seventy  dollars  a  day — sixty  or  seventy. 

Question.  How  much  did  the  barge  Delaware  cost  you  to  run  her 
per  day  ? 

Answer.  The  government  did  not  pay  it. 

Question.  How  much  did  it  cost  the  owners  ? 

Answer.  Six  or  seven  dollars  a  day,  to  say  nothing  about  the 
insurance,  and  that  was  very  heavy,  for  they  run  the  sea  risk.  She 
was  a  very  large  barge,  double-decked,  carrying  a  thousand  barrels 
under  deck  and  110  mules  or  horses  between  decks,  and  then  troops 
on  the  upper  deck. 
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Question.  Did  you,  in  any  instance,  receive  twelve  per  cent,  com- 
mission ? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember  that  I  ever  did. 

Question.  Do  you  not  think  that  if  you  had  done  so  you  would 
have  recollected  it  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember  twelve  per  cent,  in  any  case.  Ten  per 
cent.,  I  think,  is  the  highest  I  received ;  not  ten  per  cent.,  as  I  told 
you  before,  on  the  amount*  received  from  government,  because  there 
was  twenty  or  thirty  a  day  off  for  insurance. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  discounted  any  for  the  owners  or  brokers 
of  these  vessels  for  procuring  the  amount  due  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  For  whom  ? 

Answer.  For  different  parties. 

Question.  How  much  have  you  charged  for  that? 

Answer.  Before  they  had  a  certificate,  and  before  the  charter-party 
was  due,  for  instance,  I  have  charged  one  per  cent.,  two  per  cent., 
two  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  charged  more  than  two  and  a  half  per 
cent  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  may  have  charged  five  per  cent. 

Question.  Have  you  charged  five? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say. 

Question.  Have  you  not  charged  more  than  five? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  I  have. 

Question.  Are  you  willing  to  swear  that  you  have  not  charged 
more  than  that  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  have  ever  got  five  per  cent.,  unless  there 
was  something  else  connected  with  it.  If  a  man  came  and  wanted 
to  get  his  mouey  in  advance,  I  have  advanced  it.  I  have  advanced  a 
good  deal  of  money.  I  have  paid  one  per  cent,  a  month  to  banks,  to 
get  money  to  advance  to  these  captains  and  owners. 

Question.  How  much  have  you  received  for  these  discounts  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  ;  not  a  very  large  amount. 

Question.  State  it  approximately. 

Answer.  I  may  have  received  $3,000. 

Question.  Have  you  received  more  than  |3,000  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  believe  I  have.  I  cannot  tell  you.  It  takes  a 
good  many  items  to  make  up  $3,000.  These  charter-parties  were 
most  of  them  barges,  and  would  not  amount  to  more  than  $300  a 
month  ? 

Question.  Have  you,  in  any  instance,  discounted  as  low  as  one  per 
cent.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  advanced  a  good  deal  of  money,  and 
never  got  a  cent  for  it. 

Question.  Who  have  you  discounted  for  at  one  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  the  names  ;  but  different  barges.. 

Question.   Who  at  one  and  a  half  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  the  names  ;  but  I  have  furnished  captains  a 
lar^e  amount  of  money  and  never  charged  a  cent. 

Question.  Who  have  you  discounted  for  at  two  per  cent.  ? 
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Answer.  I  cannot  tell  you  the  names  ;  I  might  tell  the  names  of 
the  barges. 

Question.  Tell  the  names  of  the  barges. 

Answer.  It  is  difficult  to  carry  the  names  of  so  many  barges. 

Question.  We  can  get  it  by  calling  the  owner  of  the  boat,  if  you 
will  name  the  barge. 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  the  names  ;  I  kept  no  account  of  it. 

Question.  Who  have  you  discounted  for  as  low  as  two  and  a  half 
per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  have  kept  a  good  many  barges  chartered.  You  see, 
these  charter-parties  were  payable  in  New  York  and  Washington. 

By  the  Chairman.  You  can  answer  yes  or  no  without  encumbering 
the  record  so  much. 

Question.  Who  have  you  discounted  for  at  three  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Who  at  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  in  any  instance. 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  you  have  discounted  in  a  great 
many  instances  ? 

Answer.  I  would  not  say  a  great  many  instances.  I  would  not  put 
the  emphasis  on  it  very  strong. 

Question.  And  you  cannot  remember  the  name  of  a  person  for  whom 
a  discount  was  made,  nor  the  name  of  a  vessel  ? 

Answer.  On  barges  and  schooners  1  have  advanced  money  and 
waited  until  the  charter  party  became  due,  and  I  have  taken  as  high 
as  one  per  cent,  to  three  per  cent.  I  don't  think  I  have  taken  five 
per  cent.  The  government  has  been  paying  in  certificates  that  have 
been  selling  at  one  to  three  per  cent,  discount. 

Question.  With  what  other  person  besides  Loper  have  you  divided 
the  percentage  you  made  ? 

Answer.  No  one,  sir. 

Question.  Ilave  yon  made  any  agreement,  or  are  you  under  any 
implied  or  absolute  obligation  in  law  or  in  honor,  to  divide  with  or 
pay  to  any  one  any  sum  of  money  for  assisting  you  in  making  these 
charters? 

Answer.  Not  to  anybody,  sir. 


Washington,  Fridayy  January  16,  1863. 
Amasa  C.  Hall,  recalled,  testified  further  as  follows  : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  The  subpoena  that  was  served  upon  you  directed  you  to 
appear  here  with  your  books.     Have  you  them  with  you  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not.  I  believe  it  did  not  say  anything  about  the 
books. 

Question.  It  did  say  '*  books  and  accounts.'* 

Answer.  I  did  not  notice  that.  It  was  almost  ten  o'clock  when  the 
gentleman  came  to  my  office.  He  had  to  go  home  at  once,  and  was 
in  a  barry.     He  was  in  such  a  hurry  that  I  did  not  see  that. 


TESTIMONY.  123 

QaestioD.  Yau  were  directed  also  to  produce  a  list  of  the  vessels 
that  you  have  chartered  or  have  been  instrumental  in  chartering. 
Have  you  that? 

Answer.  I  expect  to  have  it  here  every  moment  from  the  War 
Department.     An  exact  copy  is  there. 

Question.  Why  have  you  not  made  one  during  the  past  week,  since 
that  order  was  given  to  you,  from  your  books  ? 

Answer.  The  clerk  I  had,  who  attended  to  that  business  entirely, 
has  been  away,  and  Squire  Sly,  my  counsel,  had  written  to  Mr.  Wat- 
son to  furnish  the  original,  or  get  a  copy  made,  and  send  it  to  me  at 
Baltimore. 

Question.  When  did  you  say  you  had  your  first  conservation  with 
Captain  Loper  in  regard  to  furnishing  transportation? 

Answer.  At  Annapolis.  That,  I  think,  was  about  the  224th  of 
January,  1862. 

Question.  Up  to  that  time  had  you  furnished  no  transportation  to 
the  government  ? 

Answer.  O,  yes,  sir;  I  had  furnished  some  transportation  for  the 
department  at  Baltimore  previous  to  that. 

Question.  How  many  vessels  had  you  furnished  previous  to  that 
time? 

Answer.  But  a  very  few;  merely  for  transporting  some  troops  and 
some  stuff  on  the  eastern  shore  above. 

Question.  State  what  vessels  they  were. 

Answer.  The  Pocahontas,  the  Georgia,  and  the  Portsmouth,  I 
think,  were  all  the  steamers. 

Question.  Had  you  furnished  any  sailing  vessels  or  barges? 

Answer.  Very  fiew  sailing  vessels;  some  few  for  a  trip  to  carry  some 
stores  to  the  eastern  shore. 

Question.  Had  you  at  that  time  furnished  all  the  transportation 
that  was  desired  at  Baltimore  for  the  government? 

Answer.  I  think  I  had,  sir,  up  from  the  1st  of  August. 

Question.  From  the  1st  of  August,  1861,  to  February,  1862,  you 
had  furnished  all  the  transportation  that  was  furnished  to  the  govern- 
ment at  the  port  of  Baltimore. 

Answer.  I  would  not  say  all,  but  all  that  I  am  aware  of,  or  nearly 
all ;  there  had  been  but  very  little.  There  was  very  little  doing  at 
that  time  for  transportation. 

Question.  But  whatever  was  done  was  done  by  you. 

Answer.  So  far  as  I  have  any  knowledge,  yes,  sir.  There  was  very 
little.  I  don't  think  there  were  half  a  dozen  vessels  taken  for  the 
trip  up  and  along  in  the  fall.  The  business  was  very  light,  and  pretty 
much  all  the  stuff  sent  away  to  the  army  was  sent  on  the  railroad,  so 
far  as  my  knowledge  extends. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  vessels  since  you  gave  your 
testimony  the  other  day  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  State  what  ones. 

Answer.  Colonel  Belger  has  chartered  them,  sir. 

Question.  They  have  been  chartered  through  you. 
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ADSwer.  Yes,  sir.  I  think  there  were  about  six  or  eight  chartered 
for  taking  water. 

Question.  State  the  names  of  the  vessels. 

Answer.  I  don't  know  as  I  can  call  the  names  now.  I  think  the 
William  Carroll  was  one,  the  Silver  Star,  the  J.  H.  Burnett,  and  two 
or  three  barges.  ^ 

Question.  Are  those  all  that  you  have  chartered  since  you  were 
here  before  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  think  not.     I  don't  remember  the  names  now. 

Question.  Whom  were  they  chartered  of? 

Answer    A  great  many  individuals. 

Question.  State  the  names. 

Answer.  William  Applegarth,  Kelsey  &  Gray,  R.  M.  Heslen. 
They  are  not  their  vessels,  but  they  act  as  brokers. 

Question.  What  per  cent,  did  you  get  upon  those? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  And  no  more. 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  in  any  instance  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Question.  Are  you  not  positive  whether  you  received  more  or  less? 

Answer.  I  believe  that  is  all  the  percentage  I  got. 

Question.  Do  you  state  positively  that  that  is  all  the  percentage 
that  you  received  or  are  to  receive  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember  of  any  case  of  over  five  per  cent.  sir. 

Question.  If  you  took  over  five  per  cent,  would  you  not  recollect  it? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  so. 

Question.  Then  are  you  willing  to  swear  positively  that  you  neither 
have  taken,  nor  agreed  to  take,  more  than  five  per  cent. 

Answer.  I  would  not  swear  positively.  My  impression  is  that  Mr. 
Heslen  paid  me  twenty-five  dollars  extra  on  a  vessel  over  and  above 
five  per  cent. 

Question.  Who  else  paid  you  extra  besides  him  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  recollect  anybody  else. 

Question.  Can  you  recollect  that  nobody  else  did  pay  more? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember  anybody  else  that  did  pay  more. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  that  nobody  else  did? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Can  you  swear  positively  that  nobody  else  paid  you  more? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  at  all.     I  look  to  my  books  to  see. 

Question.  When  did  this  transaction  you  speak  of  occur  ?  Was  it 
within  the  past  week  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  think  not. 

Question.  When  did  you  testify  here  before? 

Answer.  Last  Tuesday,  I  think. 

Question.  I  am  interrogating  you  about  transactions  that  have  oc- 
curred since  you  gave  your  testimony  before. 

Answer.  I  would  not  swear  that  that  was  since  or  before. 

Question.  Have  you  agreed  to  receive,  or  required  any  party  to  pay, 
more  than  five  per  cent,  since  you  testified  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  recollect  of  requiring  it  in  any  case.  The  twenty- 
five  dollars  of  Mr.  Heslen — I  received  it ;  I  did  not  require  it. 
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Question.  Have  you  received,  or  has  anybody  agreed  to  pay  you, 
more  than  five  per  cent,  upon  any  contract  since  you  were  here  before  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  refused  to  charter  vessels  to  parties  who  have 
testified  before  this  committee? 

Answer.  1  have  refused  to  charter  vessels  of  nobody. 

Question.  Have  you  declared  that  you  would  not  charter  vessels  of 
persons  who  have  testified  before  this  committee^  or  before  other  par- 
ties who  were  investigating  transactions  in  this  connexion? 

Answer.  Not  in  a  single  case.  I  never  said  so.  I  said  I  would  not 
charter  of  a  secessionist — nobody  else.  1  have  been  chartering  of  Mr. 
John  Rhodes.  A  man  came  to  me  and  asked  me  aboyit  it.  I  told 
him  I  had  heard  some  talk  of  him.  He  said  if  I  took  any  more  of  him 
he  would  report  me  to  the  government — to  the  custom-house  and  at 
Washington.  I  asked  him  why?  He  said,  ''  because  he  is  as  rabid 
a  secessionist  as  there  is  in  Baltimore."  I  said  I  had  had  my  sus- 
picions of  him  and  had  not  taken  many  of  him  on  that  account.  H& 
says,  ''  I  have  been* talking  with  him  this  morning,  and  he  is  as  bit- 
ter as  death.'' 

Question.  Who  is  the  man  with  whom  you  were  speaking  ? 

Answer.  He  is  the  captain  of  the  revenue  cutter  Jackson.  I  don't' 
remember  his  name.  1  said,  ''  That  satisfies  me  that  he  is  a  seces- 
sionist." I  made  inquiries  of  several  gentlemen,  Charles  M.  Jackson, 
and  several  others,  aod  they  said  the  same.  I  inquired  of  the  firm  of 
Pratt  &  Brothers.  Mr.  Jones  said  he  would  not  believe  him  under 
oath.  I  never  have  chartered  a  vessel  of  a  secessioDist  if  1  could  avoid 
it,  in  any  case.  When  I  found  that  they  were  secessionists  I  would 
not  take  them.    I  had  instructions  not  to. 

Question.  Is  that  the  reason  that  you  would  not  charter  vessels  of 
Mr.  Khodes? 

Answer.  Nothing  else,  sir.  I  don't  care  what  a  man  testifies  here^ 
80  he  testifies  to  the  truth. 

Question.  Y.m  never  have  made  any  declaration  to  him  or  any  one 
else  that  you  would  not  charter  his  vessels  because  of  his  testimony  ? 

Answer.  To  nobody,  in  no  way. 

Question.  Yuu  never  took  him  to  account  for  what  he  had  testified  to? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  did.  1  sent  for  him  to  come  to  my  office.  A 
friend  of  mine  came  to  B.iltimore  and  said  that  he,  Mr.  Rhodes,  had 
testified  that  1  had  received  $iO,UOO  from  Mr.  Tome  on  one  contract  for 
lumber,  and  that  1  kept  three  bank  accounts,  and  must  have  $100,000 
on  deposit.  I  sent  for  Mr.  Rhodes.  We  bad  never  had  any  difficulty 
or  cross  words.  I  have  known  him  ever  since  I  have  been  in  Balti- 
more. I  sent  for  him  to  come  to  my  private  office.  He  came  in  and  I 
said,  '*  I  asked  you  to  come  here  to  ask  you  if  such  and  such  were  the 
facts  you  swore  to,  as  I  understood  ;  that  I  received  |10,000  on  one 
lumber  contract,  and  kept  three  bank  accounts,  if  you  did,  you  must 
be  mistaken.  I  never  kept  but  one  bank  account,  and  I  have  never 
received  one  dollar  on  lumber  contracts  from  Mr.  Tome.''  He  got  up- 
in  the  greatest  rage  and  cursed  and  swore,  and  said,  ''  If  you  sent  for 
me  to  corae  here  for  that,  I'll  leave  the  office."  1  said,  *' I  sent  lor  you. 
in  a  friendly  way."     He  went  and  caught  up  a  poker  and  came  at  me. 
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I  said,  **  If  yon  come  to  that,  I'm  your  man.  I  have  never  had  any 
trouble  with  you.  I  have  taken  your  vessels  when  they  suited  me, 
but  you  must  lay  that  poker  down."  Then  he  insisted  upon  it  that 
he  had  had  my  check  on  the  Western  Bank.  I  said  I  had  never  had 
A  dollar  there.     He  swore  he  had  ;  I  said,  **  You  are  crazy." 

Question.  Have  you  bought  any  vessels  since  you  were  here  before  ? 
Answer.  I  bought  one- fourth  interest  in  one  vessel. 
Question.  What  vessel  is  that? 
Answer.  I  think  it  is  the  Montague. 
Question.  Who  of? 
Answer.  William  Applegarth. 
Question.  Where  is  she? 

Answer.  Gone  with  a  load  of  water  to  Beaufort.  She  went  away, 
I  think,  on  Monday. 

Question.  Under  what  charter? 

Answer.  She  has  gone  under  the  charter  of  William  Applegarth. 
Question.  Was  she  chartered  when  you  bought  her? 
Answer.  No,  sir  ;  she  was  not  chartered. 
Question.  You  got  her  chartered? 

Answer.  I  told  Mr.  Applegarth  that  Colonel  Belger  wanted  a  ves- 
rsel  to  take  a  load  of  water  to  Beaufort  at  four  dollars  a  ton.  She  had 
been  carrying  water  previous  to  that  for  government. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  for  your  one-fourth  interest? 
Answer.  Twelve  hundred  dollars. 
•Question.  What  is  her  tonnage? 
Answer.  It  is  166  tons. 
-Question.  How  long  is  she  chartered  for? 
Answer.  Only  one  trip. 

Question.  Is  she  chartered  for  any  period  of  time? 
Answer.  The  charter-parties  say  one  month,  or  longer;  and  we  have 
in  all  these  charter-parties,  according  to  the  instructions  of  Colonel 
Belger,  put  in  *Mbr  the  trip."     If  she  is  gone  only  five  days,  she  is 
'discharged  when  she  gets  back — or  two  weeks. 
Question.  How  did  you  pay  for  that  interest? 
Answer.  I  paid  for  it  in  cash  ;  all  of  it. 

Question.  Did  you  charge  Mr.  Applegarth  five  per  cent,  upon  the 
halance  of  the  charter  ? 

Answer.  The  owners  of  the  vessel  pay  five  per  cent. 
Question.  To  you? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  get  five  per  cent,  upon  the  |1,200  you  bought? 
Answer.  Certainly. 

-Question.  Do  you  get  any  more  than  five  per  cent.  ? 
Answer.  No  more. 

Question.  Is  that  the  only  vessel  you  have  bought  since  you  were 
liere  before  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  brig  Susan  Duncan? 

Answer.  I  have  one-eighth  in  her.    I  bought  it  about  a  month  ago. 

Question.   Who  are  the  other  owners? 

Answer.  Kelsey  &  Gray's  firm  is  one.     I  don't  know  who  else. 
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Question.  Who  did  you  buy  of? 

Answer.  I  don't  know,  I  bought  of  Kelsey  &  Gray.  They  came 
to  me,  and  asked  me  if  I  wanted  it. 

Question.  How  much  was  it? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  $625  in  cash.  She  has  gone  with  coal,  I 
tbiuk,  for  the  government.  I  don't  know  certainly  whether  it  is  coal 
or  lumber. 

Question.  Who  chartered  her  ? 

Answer.  The  charter-party  is  in  Gray  &  Kelsey's  name. 

Question.  Who  effected  it  ? 

Answer.  Colonel  Belger. 

Question.  Through  whom? 

Answer.  Through  me. 

Question.  Was  she  chartered  when  you  bought  her? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  How  much  is  she  chartered  for  ? 

Answer.  Four  dollars  a  ton.     They  are  all  for  that. 

Question.  What  is  her  tonnage? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is  130  or  140  tons. 

Question.  For  what  length  of  time  was  she  chartered  ? 

Answer.  For  the  trip. 

Question.  When  you  made  this  agreement  with  Captain  Loper,  to 
pay  him  one-half  of  the  percentage  that  might  be  received  upon  vessels 
chartered  for  the  McClellan  expedition,  why  did  you  agree  to  pay 
him  that  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  agree  to  pay  him  one  half. 

Question.  What  did  you  agree  ? 

Answer.  It  might  be  Considered  one  half  on  the  McClellan  expe- 
dition, but  on  no  other  expedition. 

Question.  Why  did  you  agree  to  pay  him  on  the  McClellan  expe- 
tion  ? 

Answer.  For  his  throwing  the  business  into  my  hands. 

Question.  Can  you  remember  any  business  that  he  did  throw  into 
your  hands? 

Answer.  I  thing  Mr.  Loper  is  a  man  that  has  a  good  deal  of  influ- 
ence. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  any  ship  or  vessel  that  he  has  sent  to 
you  to  be  chartered  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  name  any  odc  in  particular. 

Question.  Can  you  now  name  the  owner  of  any  one? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Can  you  name  the  captain  of  any  one? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  as  I  could. 

Question.  Can  you  name  the  broker  or  agent  of  any  one? 

Answer.  Mr.  Loper  has  sent  a  good  many  men  to  me. 

Question.  Who  are  they  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  tell  the  names. 

Question.  You  cannot  remember  the  name  of  the  vessel,  owner , 

captain,  agent,  or  broker? 
Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  can't  say. 
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Qaesiion.  Did  Captain  Loper  render  any  consideration  for  the 
$13,000  that  you  paid  hira  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  did. 

Question.  In  what  did  it  consist? 

Answer.  In  the  first  place,  in  the  influence  he  would  have  with  dif- 
ferent people. 

Question.  What  people? 

Answer.  Well,  say  with  the  government. 

Question.  Then  the  consideration  for  which  you  paid  him  $13,000 
was  for  the  interest  he  made  for  you  with  the  department? 

Answer.  I  don't  say  about  the  interest;  but  he  is  a  man  of  influence, 
acquainted  with  everybody. 

Question.  Who  did  you  suppose  in  the  department  he  would  exer- 
cise his  influence  over  ? 

Answer.  No  one  in  particular. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  agree  to  pay  one  half  of  your  percent- 
age, or  $13,000,  for  a  man's  influence,  when  you  did  not  know  who 
that  man's  influence  was  to  be  exercised  in  favor  of? 

Answer.  I  know  Captain  Loper  has  been  in  public  business  for  years 
and  years,  and  knows  what  is  going  on  and  all  the  vessels. 

Question.  Ton  have  already  testified  that  up  to  the  time  you  saw 
Loper  at  Annapolis  you  were  then  doing  all  the  business  of  this  kind 
of  the  government  at  Baltimore? 

Answer.  But  it  did  not  amount  to  much  then. 

Question.  You  were  doing  all  there  was  to  do;  why  did  jou  agree 
to  pay  Loper  one  half  of  your  percentage  upon  your  business  there- 
after ? 

Answer.  I  didn't  know  anything  about  it;  I  did  not  suppose  the 
business  was  going  to  amount  to  one  half  or  one  quarter  what  it  has. 
I  did  not  suppose  when  the  vessels  were  chartered  for  the  McClellan 
expedition  that  it  would  last  more  than  thirty  or  forty  days. 

Question.  Did  any  one  advise  you  to  employ  Captain  Loper? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  have  been  acquainted  with  him  for  ten  years. 

Question.  Did  any  one  intimate  to  you  that  you  ought  to  employ 
him? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  did  it  happen  that  Colonel  Belger  was  in  the  habit 
of  directing  owners  and  brokers  of  vessels  to  you  when  they  wanted  to 
charter  vessels? 

Answer.  I  can't  tell  you;  after  I  answered  the  advertisement  of  Mr. 
Stanton  when  lie  advertised  for  proposals,  as  I  stated  before,  I  then 
came  to  Washington  and  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Tucker;  after  that 
I  was  requested  to  furnish  a  list  of  all  the  vessels  that  were  to  be  had 
in  Baltimore,  and  take  the  list  to  Philadelphia,  as  I  stated  before;  I 
then  went  to  Philadelphia,  and  they  accepted  of  the  schooners,  tug- 
boats, and  steamboats  that  I  ofiered  as  agent  for  the  owners;  they  told 
me  then  I  must  keep  it  a  secret  and  keep  it  as  quiet  as  possible,  and 
take  but  one  or  two  vessels  at  a  time. 

Question.  When  was  that? 

Answer.  That  was  the  24th  of  February;  that  was  to  be  kept  as 
quiet  and  secret  as  could  be — not  to  let  any  of  the  captains  know  where 
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they  were  going,  or  anybody  else  ;  I  came  back  then  and  commenced 
taking  up  vessels,  two  or  three  at  a  time;  I  did  not  let  them  know 
how  many  I  wanted.  I  did  not  let  them  know  I  had  accepted  of  the 
whole  of  them,  because  I  was  fearful  if  I  did  it  would  raise  the  price. 
After  I  commenced  taking  up  vessels,  I  have  no  doubt  that  some 
broker  went  to  Colonel  Belger,  thinking  he  had  the  chartering  of 
these  vessels^  and  asked  if  he  wanted  any  vessels,  and  he  would  state 
to  them  that  he  did  not  want  any  vessels;  then  they  would  come  to 
me  and  ask  if  I  wanted  them,  and  I  would  take  them. 

Question.  Colonel  Belger  swears  that  Mr.  Tucker  wrote  to  you  to 
take  up  the  vessels  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
Question.  Is  that  so? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Colonel  Belger  says:  "  He  (you)  was  written  to  by  Mr. 
Tucker.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it  further  than  that  Mr.  Hall 
brought  these  contracts  to  me  with  instructions  from  Mr.  Tucker  to 
sign  them  in  order  to  make  them  complete  instruments  ?" 

Answer.  Certainly  ;  that  is  right.  I  will  explain  about  that.  As 
to  this  McClellan  expedition,  now :  After  I  had  taken  up  all  the 
steamers  and  tng-boats  and  vessels  that  were  accepted  at  Philadelphia 
at  that  time,  those  charter-parties  were  made  out,  and  in  three  or  four 
weeks  they  had  Captain  Hodges  to  come  along* and  sign  the  whole  of 
them.  After  this  list  was  completed  I  received  a  telegram  from  Mr. 
Tucker  to  take  up  so  many  vessels  and  send  them  to  Fredericksburg 
forthwith,  without  any  regard  to  fixing  up  for  horses  or  anything  else. 
It  was  to  Fredericksburg  or  Alexandria ;  I  forget  which.  Those 
charters  Captain  Hodges  did  not  sign.  Then  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Tucker 
that  Captain  Hodges  refused  to  sign  those  charter-parties.  He  did 
not  know  anything  about  it ;  and  some  of  the  captains  refused  to  go 
to  sea  without  a  charter-party.  He  then  wrote  to  me  that  ho  had 
written  or  telegraphed  to  Colonel  Belger,  and  for  me  to  call  on  Colo- 
nel Belger,  and  he  would  **  do  the  needful."  I  think  it  was  that — 
"do  the  needful." 

Question.  Major  Belger  swears :  "  I  did  not  know  anything  about 
it  further  than  Mr.  Hall  brought  these  contracts  to  me,  with  instruc- 
tions from  Mr.  Tucker  to  sign  in  order  to  make  them  complete  instru- 
ments. He  had  already  chartered  the  vessels  himself  by  direction  of 
Mr.  Tucker." 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  is  true. 

Question.  Then  the  vessels  were  chartered  by  you  by  direction  of 
Mr.  Tucker  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  have  a  letter  that  shows  it. 
Question.  That  was  in  regard  to  the  McClellan  expedition  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  make  all  the  charters  under  the  direction  of 
Mr.  Tucker  ? 

Answer.  Well,  those  that  I  took  in  Philadelphia  on  the  24th  were 
filled  out  by  difierent  parties  that  I  took  the  vessels  from.  They  were 
fiHed  out  by  the  difierent  parties,  and  the  owners  signed  them,  and 
then  Mr.  Hodges. 
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Question.  But  the  charters  were  effected  hy  you  at  the  instance  of 
John  Tucker? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  Mr.  Tucker  and  Captain  Hodges.  Colonel  Bel- 
ger  did  not  know  anything  about  it  at  all.  He  never  had  any  inti- 
mation of  it,  or  knew  anything  about  it,  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Was  not  that  also  the  case  in  regard  to  other  contractR 
made  by  you  ?  Does  not  your  letter  from  Mr.  Tucker  show  that  you 
subsequently,  April  10,  acted  under  the  direction  of  Mr.  Tucker? 

Answer.  1  think  the  17th  day  of  March  I  got  this  telegram  from 
Mr.  Tucker  to  take  up  these  extra  vessels — I  would  not  be  certain 
about  the  date.  They  were  taken  up  and  charter-parties  filled  out. 
They  wanted  them  perfected  by  some  quartermaster,  and  it  brought 
this  answer.     It  is  as  follows  : 

"Baltimore,  April  10,  1862. 

"Dear  Sir:  I  received  your   letter  of  yesterday  this  morning,  at 
Washington.    I  was  suddenly  called  away  from  here.    I  have  written 
a  note  to  Major  Belger  requesting  him  to  do  the  needful. 
"  Please  see  him  at  once. 

"  JOHN  TUCKER, 
"  Assistant  Secretary  of  War. 
"A.  C.  Hall." 

Question.  How  came  Mr.  Tucker  to  employ  you  ? 

Answer.  It  was  through  this  advertisement  of  Mr.  Stanton's. 

Question.  How  do  you  know  it  was  through  that  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  through  that,  because  I  never  saw  Mr. 
Tucker  in  my  life  until  I  sent  this  letter  in  answer  to  that  advertise- 
ment of  Mr.  Stanton. 

Question.  Was  not  that  advertisement  answered  by  other  merchants, 
shippers,  &c.,  in  Baltimore? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  whether  anybody  answered  it  except  myself, 
or  not.  I  saw  the  advertisement,  and  took  a  great  deal  of  pains  to 
get  the  information,  and  reported  to  him.  That  was  the  only  thing 
1  know  of  that  brought  me  in  contact  with  Mr.  Tucker  and  the  War 
Department.     It  was  my  answer  to  that  advertisement. 

Question.  What  time  was  that  advertisement. 

Answer.  Some  time  in  the  fore  part  of  February  it  was  made,  I  think. 

Question.  You  did  not  see  Captain  Loper  at  the  War  Department 
when  you  came  down  here  to  answer  the  advertisement? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  did  not  see  him  until  you  saw  him  at  Annapolis  ? 

Answer.  Oh,  that  was  a  long  time  before,  in  January,  that  I  saw 
him  at  Annapolis. 

Question.  You  had  made  the  arrangement  before  with  him  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  There  was  no  arrangement.  There .  was  an 
understanding  that  he  should  give  me  all  the  business  he  could  in 
Baltimore.  He  told  me  there  would  be  a  great  many  vessels  and 
steamers  wanted,  and  1  told  him  I  was  out  of  business  and  had  no 
business  on  hand  except  the  commission  business,  and  would  like  to 
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get  the  chartering  of  the  vessels  in  Baltimore.     Shortly  after  this  I 
saw  Mr.  Stanton's  advertisement. 

Question.  Did  Captain  Loper  tell  you  to  put  in  these  bids  in  answef 
to  Mr.  Stanton's  advertisement? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  see  him  at  ^11  about  it. 

Question.  When  you  made  the  arrangement  with  Captain  Loper, 
at  Annapolis,  did  he  not  tell  you  how  to  go  to  work  to  secure  the 
transportation  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  give  you  any  advice? 

Answer.  He  told  me  he  would  let  me  know,  and  would  throw  all 
the  business  he  could  into  my  hands. 

Question.  When  did  you  next  see  him  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  next  time  I  saw  him  after  that  was  a  day  or 
two  days  before  I  went  to  Philadelphia. 

Question.  Did  he  advise  you  to  go  to  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  Mr.  Tucker  was  the  man  who  told  me  to  go  to 
Philadelphia. 

Question.  Why  did  you  not  attend  to  your  business  with  Mr. 
Tucker  here  ? 

Answer.  Captain  Hodges,  I  understood,  had  gone  to  Boston.  He 
was  appointed  by  the  War  Department,  with  Mr.  Tucker,  to  get  up 
this  expedition.  I  take  it  for  granted  be  was,  because  he  signed  the 
charters.  He  had  gone  to  Boston  and  New  York,  and  they  were  to 
meet  at  Philadelphia  and  agree  upon  the  price  to  be  paid  for  the 
schooners  and  sailing  vessels.  Mr.  Watson  told  me  they  would  de- 
cide on  Monday,  that  the  price  would  be  uniform  for  so  many  feet  ca- 
pacity or  so  much  deck  capacity  to  carry  so  many  horses  and  mules, 
and  he  would  let  me  know.  When  I  got  to  Philadelphia  they  told  me 
they  had  settled  upon  four  dollars  a  ton,  custom-house  measurement; 
and  they  never  have  varied  from  that  since,  except  sometimes  it  has 
been  a  little  less. 

Question.  You  chartered  the  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  she  was  taken  that  day. 

Question.  At  how  much? 

Answer.  The  price  they  asked  was  $300,  but  they,  Mr.  Tucker  and 
Captain  Hodges,  refused. 

Question.  Will  you  please  to  answer  if  you  know  the  price  at 
which  you  chartered  her  ? 

Answer.  It  was  |260  a  day. 

Question.  Is  she  still  in  the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  getting  five  per  cent,  commission  on  her  ? 

Answer.  That  was  the  agreement  at  the  start. 

Question.  Are  you  getting  more  than  that  amount  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  been  paid  more  than  five  per  cent.? 

Answer.  I  •believe  I  got  seven  and  a  half  per  cent,  of  Friend,*  Bick- 
ett«  &  Co. 

Question.  You  got  seven  and  a  half  per  cent,  as  long  as  she  was 
under  a  charter  by  Friend,  Bicketts  &  Co,  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Since  they  have  sold  her  you  are  getting  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  getting  no  more  than  five? 

Answer.  No  more,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  received  no  more  than  that? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  any  promise  or  expectation  of  more? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  Cecil  ? 

Answer.  I  did.    I  chartered  her  to  Captain  Hodges  and  Mr.  Tucker. 

Question.  Is  she  still  in  the  employment  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  only  got  one  payment  on  her. 

Question.  Was  she  lost? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  she  is  in  Baltimore.     She  is  patting  on  repairs. 

Question.  Who  does  she  belong  to? 

Answer.  Mr.  Coblens,  I  think. 

Question.  Who  did  he  buy  her  of  ?  i 

Answer.  Mr.  Rice.  ^ 

Question.  Did  you  buy  her  for  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  get  any  commission  on  her  sale? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  induce  him  to  buy  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  tell  Coblens  he  must  buy  her? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  else  telling  Coblens  so  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  inducement  that  led  Mr.  Cob-   | 
lens  to  buy  her  except  to  make  a  profit?  I 

Answer.  Mr.  Pickrell  went  down  and  came  back,  and  said,  *'What  I 
do  you  think  Mr.  Rice  wants  to  sell  this  boat  for?  "     That  was  the  ' 
first  I  heard  of  it.     He  said  he  offered  to  take  $5,000  for  her.    I  said, 
*'  Take  her  by  all  means.     She  is  the  cheapest  steamer  in  the  country. 
Don't  let  her  slip.     Take  her  by  all  means."     He  sent  right  down 
and  secured  her. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  Kent? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  she  discharged  ? 

Answer.  She  has  been  in  the  government  service  for  a  long  time. 
I  don't  think  she  is  now. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  her  ? 

Answer.  Captain  Hodges  took  her. 

Question.  Are  you  gettinsj  five  per  cent,  on  her,  or  more? 

Answer.  I  have  not  got  that  yet. 

Question.  Have  you  got  the  promise  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Of  how  much? 

Answer.  About  ten  per  cent.,  I  think,  sir. 
Question.  Did  you  charter  the  Pioneer  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  she  still  in  the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  are  yon  getting  on  her? 

Answer.  I  have  never  got  more  than  one  payment  on  her. 

Question.  What  agreement  have  you  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  agreement? 

Question.    Is  not  the  broker  or  owner  who  chartered  her  under 
obligations  to  pay  you? 

Answer.  He  said  he  would  pay  me. 

Question.  Do  you  expect  a  compensation? 

Answer.  I  expect  to  receive  some. 

Question.  How  much  ? 

Answer.  Ten  per  cent.,  I  expect. 

Question.  Did  yon  charter  the  Wilson  Small  ? 

Answer.  I  did  charter  her. 

Question.  Is  she  still  in  the  service  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  She  has  been  discharged  a  long  time. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  get  on  her? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  And  no  more  ? 

Answer.  No  more. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  Portsraowth? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  chartered  the  Portsmouth. 

Question.  How  much  did  yen  get  on  her  ? 

Answer.  Seven  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  the  Juniatta  ? 

Answer.    Yes,  sir.     Those  three  boat»,  the  Portsmouth,  the  Ju- 
niatta, and  the  Phenix,  are  alike. 

Question.  The  Pacific? 

Answer.  May  be  it  is  the  Pacific.    I  thought  it  was  the  Phenix. 

Question.  Who  did  you  charter  them  of? 

Answer.  Mr.  Tome. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  no-  more  than  three  boats  of  him  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  not. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  not. 

Question.  What  percentage  do  you  receive  on  them  ? 

Answer.  They  have  all  been  out  of  service  for  a  long  time. 

Question.  How  mueh  did  you  get  while  they  were  in  the  service  ? 

Answer.  Seven  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  And  no  more? 

Answer.  I  got  no  percentage  on  the  amount  of  the  charter  except 
7|  per  cent. 

Question.  What  other  consideration  did  you  receive  from  Mr.  Tome 
for  the  charter  ? 

Answer.  Not  any. 

Question.  Then  the  whole  amount  you  make  upon  these  boats  is 
seven  and  a  half  per  cent? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  on  the  charter. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  Ajax  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  she  still  in  the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  did  you  get  on  her? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  No  more? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  during  the  time  she  was  in  government  employ. 

Question;  Did  you  charter  the  Georgia? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  she  still  in  the  employment  of  the  government. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  are  you  receiving  on  her  ? 

Answer.  Colonel  Falls  agreed  to  pay  me  |25  a  day. 

Question.  Is  that  your  commission  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  don't  know  as  I  ever  got  it,  or  ever  shall. 

Question.  That  was  the  understanding? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  he  said  he  would'give  me  that. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  Columbia? 

Answer.  The  Columbia  was  chartered  for  $350  a  day. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  get? 

Answer.  They  gave  me  |50  a  day  on  her. 

Question.  What  about  the  Haswell  ? 

Answer.  The  Haswell  was  chartered  at  |40  a  day. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  get  on  her  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  No  more  than  that  ? 

Answer.  It  don't  amount  to  that.  I  gave  the  men  so  much  a  day 
and  agreed  to  pay  for  the  repairs.  She  broke  down  half  a  dozen 
times,  and  I  gave  her  up  and  threw  her  out  of  service,  and  then  he 
sold  her  to  Mr.  Pickrell,  and  they  went  to  work  and  laid  out  a  great 
deal  on  her  and  got  her  in  service.  I  only  got  five  per  cent.,  on  the 
average. 

Question.  The  Fairy  Queen? 

Answer.  She  is  not  mine  now. 

Question.  Is  she  in  the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  get  five  per  cent,  on  her? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  The  tug  Pilot — did  you  charter  her? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  chartered  her. 

Question.  What  did  you  get  on  her? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  Did  you  get  no  more  than  that? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  she  still  in  the  service  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  She  was  lost,  I  think. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  Patapsco  ? 

Answer.  The  Patapsco  was  first  chartered  as  mine. 

Question.  How  much  are  you  getting  on  her  now  ? 

Answer.  She  is  not  in  the  government  service. 
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Qaestion.  How  much  did  you  get  on  her  after  she  was  sold,  and 
while  she  was  in  the  government  employment? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  Did  you  get  no  more  than  that? 

Answer.  No  more. 

Question.  The  James  Baker — how  much  did  you  receive  on  her  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  Not  more  than  five  ? 

Answer.  No  more,  sir. 

Question.  The  Edwin  Forrest? 

Answer.  She  was  mine  and  I  sold  her. 

Question.  Is  she  still  in  the  employment  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  are  you  getting  on  her? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  No  more? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  The  Major  Brewerton — what  did  you  get  on  her  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  Not  more  than  that  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  she  still  in  the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  she  is  out. 

Question.  Are  those  all  the  steamers  that  you  have  chartered  for 
the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question.  Are  you  confident  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  say.     I  think  that  is  all  there  is. 

Question.  In  no  case  of  any  vessel  that  I  have  named  are  you  get- 
ting more  than  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  think  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  schooner  T.  W.  Rumsey, 
the  Lamartine,  the  R.  S.  &  A.  Ward,  and  the  Belle  R.  How? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  about  the  Bell  How.  I  know  the  Rumsey 
and  Ward.  I  don't  remember  the  Lamertine.  I  sent  the  Rumsey 
and  Ward  to  Annapolis  to  Captain  Slate.  He  chartered  them,  and 
the  charter-parties  were  signed  by  Mr.  Tucker. 

Question.  Are  you  getting  any  per  cent,  on  them? 

Answer.  I  am  getting  two  and  a  half  per  cent.  I  have  the  promise 
of  five  per  cent,  but  have  not  got  it. 

Question.  Who  are  you  acting  with  ? 

Answer.  With  Mr,  Heslen. 

Question.  You  are  getting  only  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  of  that? 

Answer.  That  is  all. 

Question.  Mr.  Heslen  is  getting  the  balance  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  so. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  else  getting  any  on  these  bills  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  Lamartine? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Nor  the  Bell  How  ? 
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Answer.  No;  sir. 

Question.  When  did  you  charter  the  Eumsey  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  Bumsey  was  chartered  in  January  last. 

Question.  When  did  you  charter  the  Ward? 

Answer.  The  Ward  a  few  days  after,  I  think.  That  was  January 
a  year  ago. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  what  you  chartered  the  Eumsey  at  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  set  the  price. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  what  you  chartered  the  Ward  at  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  cannot  remember  about  the  Bell  How? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  don't  think  I  had  anything  to  do  with  the  Bell 
How? 

Question.  How  many  barges  have  you  chartered  for  the  government 
that  are  now  in  government  employment? 

Answer.  It  is  my  impression  that  there  are  now  in  the  government 
employment  seventy  or  eighty  barges  that  I  chartered. 

Question.  What  is  the  average  amount  that  they  are  chartered  for  ? 

Answer.  Three  hundred  dollars  a  month  eaeh. 

Question.  Are  you  receiving  a  percentage  upon  the  charter-party 
of  each  one  of  those  barges  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  Are  you  in  no  case  receiving  more  than  five  per  cent.  ? 
.  Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Neither  directly  or  indirectly  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  schooner  Ellen  7 

Answer.  I  believe  there  is  such  a  schooner. 

Question.  Is  she  still  in  the  government  service  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not.  I  think  she  was  in  the  McClellan  expedition  ; 
but  is  not  now  in  the  service.  She  may  be  though.  I  don't  know.  I 
would  not  say  for  certain. 

Question.  If  she  is,  are  you  getting  a  per  cent,  on  her  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  Are  you  not  getting  more  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  The  James  Jones?  Is  she  now  chartered? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  she  is  in  the  service.     She  has  been. 

Question.  If  she  is,  you  are  getting  five  per  cent,  on  her  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  The  Norman  ?   Is  she  in  the  service  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  The  Norman  is  in  the  service. 

Question.  The  Minnehaha  ? 

Answer.  She  is  out  of  the  service. 

Question.  Is  the  Mary  Brewer  ? 

Answer.  She  has  been  out  a  long  time. 
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Question.  The  E.  Nickerson^  the  Glover,  the  Algomar — are  they  ia 
the  service  ? 

Answer.  They  are  out  of  the  service. 

Question.  The  Israel  H.  Day  ? 

Answer.  She  was  discharged  yesterday. 

Question.  You  have  heen  getting  a  percentage  on  her  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  did  you  charter  her  ? 

Answer.  In  April  or  May. 

QuestioiK  How  much  did  you  get  on  her  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  The  J.  H.  Burnett,  the  Davison  ? 

Answer.  They  are  out. 

Question.  The  A.  H.  Mailler? 

Answer.  I  think  she  is  in  service  now — taken  up  a  second  time.  I 
took  her  up. 

Question.  The  Vincent  Barkalew  ? 

Answer.  She  is  out  of  service. 

Question.  Th»  Eichard  A.  Wood  ? 

Answer.  She  is  in  the  service. 

Question.  What  are  you  getting  on  her  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  Are  you  getting  no  more  than  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  No  more. 

Question.  The  Lucy  Church,  the  Benjamin  L.  Berry,  S.  D.  Hart? 

Answer.  They  are  out. 

Question.  The  George  &  Emily? 

Answer.  She  is  in  service,  I  think. 

Question.  What  are  you  getting  on  her  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  The  S.  L.  Simmons? 

Answer.  She  is  lost. 

Question.  The  Malabar,  the  Merry  man,  the  Bengal  ? 

Answer.  They  are  out. 

Question.  The  Mary  &  Elizabeth? 

Answer.  I  would  not  be  certain,  but  I  think  she  is  in  the  service. 

Question.  How  much  are  you  getting  on  her  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  The  Young  America,  the  Pennsylvania,  the  E.  D.  Mc- 
Clanahan,  the  John  Forsyth  ? 

Answer.  They  are  out. 

Question.  The  Emma  Amelia? 

Answer.  She  is  in  the  service. 

Question.  How  much  are  you  getting  on  her? 

Answer.  I  am  getting  five  per  cent,  on  her. 

Question.  Are  you  getting  no  more  than  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  No  more. 

Question.  The  Mohawk  ? 

Answer.  I  think  she  is  in  the  service. 

Question.  The  E.  W.  Farrington,  the  Belle  of  Cape  Ann,  the  John 
Felton,  the  Luther  Childs,  the  A.  S.  Ellis,  the  Mountain  Avenue,  the 
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George  W.  Grice,  the  Undine,  the  Southern,  the  Typhoon,  the  Alex- 
ander Law  ? 

Answer.  They  are  out. 

Question.  The  Homer? 

Answer.  She  is  not  in  the  service.     I  don't  rememher  the  name. 

Question.  The  George  W.  Glover,  the  William  Gregory,  the  Juni- 
atta  Patton  ? 

Answer.  They  are  out  of  service. 

Question.  The  William  L.  Dayton? 

Answer.  She  is  in  service.  • 

Question.  The  Harriet  Baker  ? 

Answer.  The  Baker  is  out. 

Question.  The  James  H.  Moore? 

Answer.  I  think  she  is  in  the  service. 

Question.  The  Stephen  S.  Lee? 

Answer.  She  is  out. 

Question.  The  Julia  Smith? 

Answer.  She  is  in  the  service. 

Question.  The  Francis,  the  Joseph  Home  ?  • 

Answer.  They  are  out. 

Question.  Upon  all  the  vessels  I  have  named,  whether  they  are  now 
in  or  out  of  the  service,  so  long  as  they  remained  in  the  service,  you 
received  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  received  five  per  cent.,  except  that  with  some  few  I 
divide  with  the  brokers,  and  took  two  and  a  half  per  cent.  In  my 
own  I  take  five  per  cent. 

Question.  In  any  case  did  you  get  more  than  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  Are  you  confident  ? 

Answer.  I  am  very  confident.  I  have  no  recollection  of  getting 
any  more.  In  a  good  many  cases  I  did  not  get  but  two  and  a  half 
per  cent.     I  divided  the  commission. 

Question.  Upon  the  barges  what  did  you  get? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  How  many  barges  from  you  are  employed? 

Answer.  All  the  barges  that  were  employed  there  first  were  out  of 
employment,  but  maybe  one  or  two  months  ago  the  order  came  for  a 
hundred  barges,  and  I  think  we  got  eighty  one  or  eighty-two. 

Question.  The  schooner  Isle  of  Pines? 

Answer.  She  was  in  service  early  last  spring,  and  did  not  remain 
long. 

Question.  The  Saratoga,  the  Lydia  Ann,  the  Caspian  ? 

Answer.  They  are  out. 

Question.  The  Suwassett  ? 

Answer.  I  think  she  is  in 

Question.  The  Benjamin  Butler? 

Answer.  I  think  she  is  out. 

Question.  The  William  P.  Phillips? 

Answer.  She  was  burned. 

Question.  Red  Eagle? 

Answer.  She  was  lost. 
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Question.  The  E.  W.  Benton,  the  Adda  Ames,  the  Ellen  ? 

Answer.  They  are  out. 

Question.  The  William  L.  Dayton  ? 

Answer.  She  is  in. 

Question.  Maria  Jane  ? 

Answer.  I  think  she  is  in. 

Question.  The  Willard  P.  Phillips? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  her  now,  whether  she  is  in  or 
not. 

Question.  The  A.  J.  Bird  ? 

Answer.  I  think  she  is  out. 

Question.  The  Alexander  Law  ? 

Answer.  She  is  out. 

Question.  The  Eclipse? 

Answer.  The  Eclipse  is  in. 

Question.  The  Montezuma? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  about  her. 

Question.  The  Samuel  Eddy  ? 

Answer.  She  is  out. 

Question.  The  Moonlight? 

Answer.  She  is  in. 

Question.  The  John  Wilson  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember  her. 

Question.  The  Fair  Wind,  the  R.  Whitman,  the  H.  H.  Rutan,  the 
Henry  Finch,  the  Sea  Nymph,  the  Moderator,  the  Asa  Eldridge,  the 
M.  C.  Durfee,  the  Susquehanna,  the  William  Spear? 

Answer.  They  are  in. 

Question.  The  West  Wind? 

Answer.  She  is  in,  I  think. 

Question.  The  Daniel  Brown,  the  White  Cloud,  the  Mary  Ann, 
the  Louisa  Reeves,  the  Batavia  ? 

Answer.  They  are  discharged  ? 

Question.  The  Herschel,  the  Fremont? 

Answer.  They  are  out. 

Question.  The  Free  Wind,  the  Priscilla,  the  8.  H.  Poole,  the  John 
Farnum  ? 

Answer.  They  are  discharged. 

Question.  On  all  these  vessels  you  received  five  per  cent,  so  long 
as  they  were  in  service  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  From  every  vessel  I  chartered,  and  every  barge 
I  chartered,  I  have  an  agreement  on  my  books  in  writing  that  they 
are  to  pay  me  five  per  cent.,  and  in  »ome  cases  divide  that  with  the 
brokers. 

Question.  You  have  an  agreement  written  out  in  each  case  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  signed  by  the  owners  of  the  vessel. 

Question.  In  which  they  agree  to  pay  you  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  on  all  but  the  steamers.  On  those  I  did  not 
take  any  agreement. 

Question.  I  understand  from  Colonel  Belger's  testimony  and  your 
statement  that  you  acted  as  a  sort  ot  agent  and  representative  of  the 
War  Department? 
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Answer.  Not  at  all,  sir;  not  a  particle.  I  told  everybody  I  was 
not  acting  as  the  agent  of  the  goyernment. 

Question.  Did  you  not  have  a  kind  of  direction  of  the  ships  in  the 
harbor  ? 

Answer.  Colonel  Belger  would  send  to  me  to  know  what  vessels 
were  in,  and  what  were  there  when  he  wanted  any;  and  in  all  cases  I 
said  to  everybody  I  had  no  compensation  from  government.  I  re- 
ceived not  a  dollar  from  government,  and  only  acted  as  the  agent  of 
the  owners.  If  I  did  the  business,  I  should  charge  them  five  per 
cent.,  and  if  I  advanced  them  money  I  should  have  to  charge  them 
two  and  a  half  per  cent. 

(At  this  point  the  further  examination  of  this  witness  was  post- 
poned until  two  o'clock  p.  m.,  when  it  was  resumed  as  follows:) 

Question.  How  many  vessels  did  you  charter  from  Mr.  Ueslen  at 
different  times  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say  how  many.  I  should  think,  likely,  at  all 
times  25  or  30. 

Question.  How  many  did  you  charter  from  Mr.  Heslen  for  the  Burn- 
side  expedition  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  say  the  number.    I  should  think,  likely,  four  or  five. 

Question.  When  did  you  charter  those  for  the  Burnside  expedition? 

Answer.  In  January  or  February.  That  was  before  the  McClellan 
expedition. 

Question.  Upon  them  you  did  not  pay  Captain  Loper  any  per- 
centage ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  nothing. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  ^et  for  those  vessels  you  chartered 
of  Heslen  for  the  Burnside  expedition  ? 

Answer.  Two  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  Did  you  not  get  more  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  receive  seven  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Answer.  I  paid  five  per  cent,  to  Mr.  Brant.  I  stated  that  before. 
I  got  only  two  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  You  divided  seven  and  a  half  per  cent,  between  you  and 
Brant  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.    I  got  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  and  Brant  got  five. 

Question.  Who  is  Brant  ? 

Answer.  He  is  a  commission  merchant  who  lives  in  Baltimore.  He 
is  the  agent  for  the  Powhatan  Line  Steamboat  Company.  His  name 
is  J.  Brant,  jr. 

Question.  Did  you  divide  the  percentage  on  the  vessels  you  after- 
wards chartered  of  Henlen  with  Brant  ? 

Answer.  Nothing,  except  those  on  that  expedition ;  no  other  vessels 
with  Brant. 

Question.  Did  you  divide  with  Brant  the  percentage  on  any  other, 
vessels  except  those  you  chartered  of  Heslen  ? 

Answer.  I  divided  on  all  the  vessels  in  the  Burnside  expedition — 
that  is,  the  water  vessels  of  the  expedition. 

Question.  Did  you  divide  with  Brant  up  to  the  time  you  made  the 
arrangement  with  Loper  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir ;  this  was  after  Captain  Leper's  arrangement. 
The  last  of  General  Burnside's  expedition  left  Annapolis  on  the  29tli 
of  December ;  Mr.  Brant  got  the  contract  for  water  to  supply  that 
army  previous  to  that.  He  was  sending  away  vessels  at  that  time. 
He  sent  vessels  down  to  Annapolis  and  Fortress  Monroe  to  follow  the 
expedition.  He  chartered  his  own  vessels  up  to  that  time.  I  met 
him  at  Annapolis  and  he  told  me  he  had  a  good  deal  of  trouble  in 
getting  vessels.  I  told  him  I  would  get  vessels  for  him.  He  then 
told  me  I  could  have  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  on  them. 

Question.  Was  Brant's  contract  to  furnish  water  at  Baltimore  and 
New  hern  ? 

Answer.  To  put  it  on  board  vessels  at  Baltimore,  I  expect. 

Question.  Had  he  the  control  of  the  chartering  of  the  vessels  on 
board  which  he  was  to  put  the  water  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  so.  All  the  charters  were  made  out  in  the  name 
of  J.  Brant,  jr. 

Question.  You  did  not  divide  your  percentage  with  Brant  on  those 
chartered  after  the  Burnside  expedition  ? 

Answer.  I  never  divided  with  him,  except  on  them.  I  divided  for 
those  water  vessels  ;  there  was  not  a  great  many. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  charge  Mr.  Heslen  for  what  you  char- 
tered after  the  Burnside  expedition  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  charge  him  anything  ;  we  divided  in  some  cases. 
I  don't  know  what  he  got. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  get  ? 

Answer.  After  they  got  up  the  McClellan  expedition  I  got  five  per 
cent. 

Question.  Did  you  not  get  five  per  cent,  on  all  the  vessels  you  char- 
tered of  Heslen,  except  on  those  that  you  divided  with  Brant? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  on  some  after  that,  I  did  not  get  more  than  two 
and  a  half  per  cent,  and  he  got  two  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  Those  were  vessels  in  which  he  acted  as  broker? 

Answer.  Those  were  vessels  he  offered  as  a  broker,  the  same  as  any- 
body else. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  he  charged  the  owners  7^  per  cent.? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  don't  know  anything  about  it. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  th-vt  you  got  five  per  cent,  on  all  that 
came  through  Heslen,  except  those  in  the  Burnside  expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  on  all,  but  most  of  them. 

Question.  Name  one  on  which  you  did  not  receive  five  per  cent. 

Answer.  I  can't  name  any. 

Question.  Name  the»owner  of  one. 

Answer.  I  cannot.  I  don't  know  half  of  the  owners.  The  captains 
represent  the  owners. 

Question.  Name  the  master  of  one. 

Answer.  I  can't  name  the  masters. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  you  received  five  per  cent,  on  all 
the  vessels  you  chartered  of  Heslen,  except  those  for  the  Burnside 
expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  don't  know  that  I  did. 

Question.  Do  you  not  believe  that  you  did  ? 
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Answer.  I  believe  I  did  on  almost  all. 

Question.  What  do  you  mean  by  almost  all? 

Answer.  I  mean  the  greater  part. 

Question.  On. how  many  do  you  suppose  you  did  receive  it? 

Answer.  I  can't  say. 

Question.  Could  you  say  that  you  did  not  receive  it  on  one? 

Answer.  I  can  say  I  did  not  receive  five  per  cent,  on  all. 

Question.  On  all  aside  from  the  Burnside  expedition  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  on  all  except  them. 

Question.  Was  it  one,  or  forty  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  say  ;  it  might  have  been  five  or  six  ;  I  can't  say. 
I  told  the  captains  and  owners  that  my  charge  was  five  per  cent,  in 
all  cases  ;  that  I  did  not  act  for  the  government,  and  was  not  an  agent 
for  the  government  in  any  shape  or  manner. 

Question.  How  many  did  you  charter  of  Mr.  Gray  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  chartered  more  of  Mr.  Gray  than  Mr.  Heslen. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  get  from  Mr.  Gray  ? 

Answer.  In  most  cases  five  per  cent. 

Question.  Did  you  in  all  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  I  did  in  all ;  I  think  I  didn't  in  some  cases. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  receive  in  those  cases? 

Answer.  Two  and  a  half,  it  I  did  not  get  five. 

Question.  Will  you  swear  that  you  did  not  get  five  in  all  cases  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Can  you  name  any  vessel  on  which  you  did  not  get  five  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Can  you  name  the  owner  or  captain  of  any  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember.  I  think  there  was  one  vessel,  named 
the  Wolf,  on  which  I  did  not  get  but  2^  per  cent. ;  that  I  chartered 
of  Gray. 

Question.  Can  you  name  another  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  now. 

Question.  How  many  do  you  think  you  chartered  of  Mr.  Gray  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  say  ;  1  have  no  record  of  it  any  more  than  anybody 
in  the  world.  If  anybody  ofiered  a  vessel,  it  was  the  same  ;  I  took 
them  of  merchants  and  brokers  all  over  the  country. 

Question.  Some  vessels  that  I  have  named,  that  yon  stated  are  still 
•  in  the  employment  of  the  government,  were  chartered  by  you  for  the 
McClellan  expedition,  and  are  still  retained? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  Mr.  Loper  dividing  with  you  the  five  per  cent,  on 
these  charters  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  whether  I  shall  pay  him  any  more  or  not. 

Question.  Do  you  not  consider  yourself  bound  to  pay  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  any  more. 

Question.  Was  not  the  agreement  between  you  to  divide  the  five 
per  cent,  on  the  charter-parties  while  the  vessels  remained  in  the 
government  employment  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  swear  so  here  ? 

Answer.  I  said  there  was  an  understanding  to  that  efiect? 


TESTIMONY.  143 

Qaestion.  Is  that  binding  on  you? 

Answer.  We  did  not  expect  that  would  last  over  thirty  or  forty 
days,  80  I  was  told  by  Mr.  Tucker  and  Captain  Hodges.  When  these 
vessels  have  been  sent  out,  they  have  been  reloaded  and  sent  back, 
and  I  don't  consider  that  I  am  legally  bound  to  pay  him  any  more 
unless  I  am  a-mind  to. 

Question.  Do  yqu  expect  to  be  a-mind  to  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  Do  you  not  intend  to? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  don't  intend  to  pay  him  any  more. 

Question.  You  will  resist  any  effort  on  his  part  to  collect  any  more? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  about  that ;  he  has  been  a  good  friend  to 
me  and  1  should  not  want  any  trouble  with  him. 

Question.  How  many  of  these  vessels  are  in  the  service  now? 

Answer.  There  are  only  a  few  that  were  originally  chartered  that 
are  in  the  service  now. 

Question.  How  many  are  in  the  employment  of  the  government 
upon  which  Captain  Loper  will  be  entitled,  by  your  original  agree- 
ment, to  divide  the  five  per  cent,  with  you  ? 

Answer.  I  don*t  know  as  I  could  say,  without  I  looked  over  the 
books.  I  can't  recollect.  It  is  diflScult  to  tell  from  memory.  They 
have  been  mixed  up  ;  they  have  been  discharged  and  chartered  again. 
All  the  vessels  that  are  under  charter  now,  of  which  the  charter-par- 
ties were  signed  by  Captain  Hodges,  were  chartered  under  the  Mc- 
Clellan  expedition,  but  I  think  there  are  but  very  few  under  the  origi- 
nal charter.     I  think  most  of  them  have  been  discharged. 

Question.  Then  on  all  the  vessels  the  charter-parties  of  which  now 
have  Captain  Hodges's  signature  to  them  Captain  Loper  is  entitled  to 
divide  the  per  cent,  with  you  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  that  he  is  entitled  to  divide. 

Question.  He  does  according  to  your  agreement? 

Answer.  You  may  call  it  an  agreement ;  it  was  an  understanding  ; 
it  was  an  understanding  that  I  should  give  him  a  certain  amount  of 
money — two  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  Unless  you  repudiate  that  understanding  he  is  entitled 
to  it? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  about  that ;  I  don't  think  I  am  legally  or 
morally  bound  to  pay  it ;  on  the  whole,  he  left  it  to  me  to  pay  him 
what  I  saw  fit.  He  never  asked  me  for  a  statement  nor  saw  one.  He 
never  asked  me  for  an  account.  I  paid  him,  just  as  I  told  you  the 
other  day,  at  three  different  times,  that  amount  of  money. 

Question.  Is  there  any  written  agreement  between  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Where  was  the  agreement  made  ? 

Answer.  At  Annapolis. 

Question.  Where  at  Annapolis  ? 

Answer.  At  the  hotel. 

Question.  Whose  hotel? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  the  name. 

Question.  What  time  of  day  was  it? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question,  How  soon  was  it  after  you  reached  Annapolis  tlvo^t  d.^^? 
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Answer.  I  can't  aay. 

Question.  Who  went  to  Annapolis  with  you? 
Answer.  I  don't  know  ;  nobody  in  particular. 

Question.  Do  yon  know  anybody  who  was  at  Annapolis  that  day 
besides  you  and  Loper  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  a  good  many. 

Question.  Name  one  at  the  hotel  with  you. 

Answer.  A  good  many  from  Baltimore  were  there.     Mr.  Brant 
was  there. 

Question.  Who  else. 

Answer.  I  think  Mr.  Heslen  was  there. 

Question.  Who  else? 

Answer.  I  can't  say. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Coblens  there? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Mr.  Tucker? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     I  didn't  know  Coblens  from  a  pile  of  bricks  at 
that  time  ;  I  never  had  seen  him  to  know  him. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  recommend  Mr.  Coblens  to  take  Mr. 
Pickrell  in  as  a  partner  ? 

Answer.  I  didn't  in  any  shape  or  manner. 

Question.  Did  you  recommend  Coblens  to  Pickrell? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question.  Are  you  confident? 

Answer.  I  know  I  never  did.     I  never  had  any  connexion  with 
Coblens  in  any  shape  or  manner. 

Question.  Or  Mr.  Pickrell? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  1  have  had  transactions  with  Mr.  Pickrell  before 
the  war. 

Question.  Did  you  give  no  recommendation  of  Coblens  to  him? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Nor  Pickrell  to  Coblens  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  did? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  recommended  Coblens  to  Pickrell? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  always  supposed  Mr.  Pickrell  to  be  a  hot  se- 
cessionist, and  have  told  him  so  to  his  face  a  good  many  times. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  he  is  not  one? 

Answer  All  I  know  about  it  is  he  has  taken  the  oath,  and  pre- 
*tends  to  reform. 

Question.  Have  you  any  stronger  evidence  that  he  is  loyal  than 
that  Mr.  Rhoads  is? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  I  have  since  he  took  the  oath*.  I  think 
he  has  changed  his  views.  I  have  heard  Mr.  Ehoads  say  be  would 
shoot  the  President  if  he  passed  his  door. 

Question.  Was  anybody  else  present  when  you  heard  this? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.  He  is  making  these  bitter  remarks  all  the 
time. 

Question.  Where  did  he  make  that  one  ? 

Answer.  In  his  store. 

Question.  Was  his  brother  present  ? 
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Answer.  He  has  no  brother  that  I  know  of. 
Question.  Was  his  clerk  present? 
Answer.  I  don't  know  that  he  was. 
Question.  Was  anybody? 
Answer.  I  presume  there  was  ;  I  can't  tell  who. 
Question.  Who  first  introduced  you  to  Mr.  Tucker? 
Answer.  C^tain  Loper,  I  believe. 
Question.  Where? 

Answer.  At  Willards'  Hotel,  Washington, 
Question.  When  was  that? 

Answer.  I  can't  say  when  it  was.     I  think  that  was  the  first  time 
I  ever  saw  him.     My  impression  is  that  the  first  time  I  ever  saw  him 
was  at  Willards',  and  Captain  Loper  was  there.   I  am  not  positive. 
Question.  Do  you  remember  where  at  Willards'  it  was? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Loper,  at  that  time,  recommend  to  Mr.  Tucker 
to  employ  you  upon  this  business  ? 
Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  ever  recommending  you  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir.  # 

Question.  To  anybody  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  anybody  ;  I  would  not  say  that. 
Question.  If  he  did,  i9tate  who. 

Answer.  I  know,  as  I  have  stated,  that  three  or  four  times  men 
have  come  to  my  office,  and  said  that  Captain  Loper  had  recommended 
them  to  come  to  me  for  chartering  vessels  and  schooners,  but  I  can't 
tell  the  names  or  remember  the  cases. 
Question.  Can  you  repember  the  time? 

Answer.  It  was  at  different  times  ;  I  can't  tell  the  time.  I  say  I 
chartered  vessels  he  recommended — I  don't  know  as  I  did  at  that  time  ; 
but  I  do  know  the  fact,  and  when  I  swear  to  it  I  mean  to  be  under- 
stood  as  swearing  to  the  fact,  that  men  came  to  my  office,  from  New 
York,  and  Boston,  and  Philadelphia,  and  said  Captain  Loper  had  re- 
commended them  to  call  on  me. 

Question.  Were  they  men  with  vessels  lying  in  Baltimore  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir.    Sometimes  they  were  coming.    I  have  had  such 
letters. 

Question.  Captain  Loper  was  at  the  same  time  hiring  vessels  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  in  Philadelphia. 
Question.  And  in  New  York  ? 
Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  Why  did  not  Captain  Loper  hire  these  vessels  in  Phila- 
delphia and  New  York,  where  he  was  getting  the  whole  of  the  com- 
mission, instead  of  sending  them  to  you,  and  getting  one-half? 

Answer.  I  can't  tell  Captain  Leper's  motives  or  feelings.  I  pre- 
sume vou  have  had  friends  who  have  recommended  men  to  you  to  be 
served  a  good  many  times. 

Question.  But  if  I  could  have  done  the  business  myself,  and  made 
the  whole  commission,  and  if  the  vessels  were  in  the  port  where  I 
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Question.  You  just  stated  that  the  vessels  were  in  New  York,  Bos- 
ton, and  Philadelphia. 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  say  in  Philadelphia.  I  say  I  think  I 
have  had  men  from  Philadelphia,  New  York,  and  Boston  come  to  me, 
and  say  that  Captain  Loper  recommended  them  to  me,  and  they  have 
said  that  they  had  vessels  on  the  way.  I  have  had  them  from  Al- 
bany and  Hudson — owners  of  sailing  vessels  and  steamers. 

Question.  Did  they  say  they  were  sent  to  you  by  Loper  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  cannot  remember  the  time? 

Answer.  No^  sir. 

Question.  Nor  the  men? 

Answer.  It  is  a  weekly,  almost  a  daily,  thing. 

Question.  You  cannot  remember  the  men's  names  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Nor  the  vessels'  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  tell  the  names  of  the  vessels.  It  would  be  impos- 
sible for  anybody  to  do  it. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  the  reason  that  Loper  himself  did  not 
charter  them,  instead  of  sending  tl^m  to  you? 

Answer.  Captain  Loper  would  not  know  whether  the  government 
wanted  them  or  not. 

Question.  How  do  you  know  he  would  not  ? 

Answer.  How  would  he  know  whether  they  wanted  any  vessels  in 
Baltimore  or  not  ?  When  the  captains  came  to  me  they  wanted  to 
know  if  the  government  wanted  any  vessels.  I  asked  Colonel  Belger  if 
they  wanted  any.  If  they  did,  I  went  up  and  saw  the  captains  and 
got  my  commission.     Then  I  would  act  as  the  agent  for  the  owners. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  furnished  any  for&ge  to  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Any  lumber? 

Answer*  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  agency  in  furnishing  either  ? 

Answer.  I  sold  one  lot  of  forage ;  no,  I  didn't  sell  it,  but  I  received 
a  commission  of  one  per  cent,  on  a  lot  of  hay  that  was  sold  to  the 
government,  but  I  did  not  make  the  sale  after  all. 

Question.  Who  did  you  sell  it  to  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  sell  it  to  anybody. 

Question.  Who  was  it  sold  to  ? 

Answer.  It  was  sold,  I  believe,  by  a  man  named  Moore,  but  I  don't 
know.     The  parties  had  the  hay  in  Baltimore. 

Question.  How  much  did  the  hay  amount  to  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  How  much  did  your  percentage  amount  to  ? 

Answer.  I  think  about  |50  or  |70  or  $76. 

Question.  Was  it  the  only  transaction  of  the  kind  you  had? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  received  any  brokerage  on  any  other 
forage  sold  to  the  United  States? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Or  any  brokerage  on  horses  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  never  had  anything  to  do  with  them. 

Question.  Did  yon  ever  receive  any  brokerage,  or  was  any  promised 
to  you,  on  any  property  sold  to  the  government  of  the  United  States, 
except  the  hay  you  have  just  mentioned  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember  anything  of  the  sort.  I  never  had  a 
contract  with  the  government  in  my  life. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  consideration  for  inducing  any 
sale  to  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of,  sir. 
«  Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  connexion  with  any  lumber  con- 
tracts  with  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  anything  to  do  with  any  oats  or  hay 
contracts  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  commissions  on  the  sale  of  any? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  present  for  assisting  in  effecting 
one? 

Answer.  I  never  had  anything  to  do  with  hay  or  oats  or  horses  for 
government  at  all.  In  this  transaction  of  Williams  &  Son,  I  think 
I  got  one  per  cent. 

Question.  On  how  many  vessels  are  you  now  receiving  five  per 
cent.? 

Answer.  I  can't  say. 

Question.  On  how  many  steamers  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  say. 

Question.  Will  your  books  show  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  don't  know  how  many  are  in  service.  I  don't 
know  when  a  vessel  is  discharged.     I  can't  tell. 

Question.  Will  your  books  show  how  many  you  have  engaged — 
chartered  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Will  they  show  when  they  were  discharged  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  You  will  find  it  all  in  the  department;  and  you 
will  find  that  the  steamers  are  chartered  20  per  cent,  less  at  Baltimore 
than  at  any  other  place;  the  books  will  show  it,  for  the  same  dimen- 
sions— the  same  classed  boat.  The  Columbia  was  chartered  at  $36  9. 
The  same  classed  boats  get  from  $600  to  $560. 

Question.  Who  chartered  her  ? 

Answer.  Captain  Hodges. 

Question.  At  whose  instance  ? 

Answer.  At  mine.    He  considered  her  the  cheapest  hoat  he  had. 

Question.  Is  thjat  charter  standing  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  she  was  discharged  the  11th  of  September. 

Question.  Is  she  still  in  the  employ  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Who  chartered  her  the  last  time  she  was  chartered  ? 

Answer.  Colonel  Belger. 

Question.  Through  von? 

Answer.  Through  the  captain. 
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Question.  Did  yoa  get  a  percentage  on  her? 

Answer.  I  am  to  have  a  percentage  on  her. 

Question.  How  much  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  And  no  more? 

Answer.  No  more,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  the  rate  of  her  last  charter-party  ? 

Answer.  It  was  $360. 

Question.  What  was  her  first  charter-party  ? 

Answer.  It  was  $360. 

Question.  Did  she  get  the  same  each  time  she  has  heen  chartered? 

Answer.  $350  is  the  sum. 

Question.  Has  she  never  been  chartered  to  government  for  any  other 
sum  than  $350  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  You  know  all  about  her  ? 

Answer.  Since  the  Hodges  charter.  She  was  chartered  for  one  trip 
to  take  horses  to  Fortress  Monroe,  and  they  kept  her  some  30  days,  I 
think — that  was  a  few  days  ago — at  $350  a  day. 

Question.  Did  Colonel  Belger  have  anything  to  do  with  determining 
the  rates  at  which  you  chartered  vessels  ? 

Answer.  In  vessels  that  he  took,  he  did. 

Question.  In  those  you  chartered  at  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  Always  ;  in  every  case. 

Question.  With  steamers  and  vessels  of  all  kinds? 

Answer.  I  never  fixed  the  rate  on  any  vessel.  I  took  the  rate  that 
was  established  for  the  McClellan  expedition,  at  four  dollars  a  ton. 
Previous  to  that  they  had  no  special  rate.  Previous  to  that  they 
took  the  vessels  by  the  barrel — taking  freight  by  the  barrel.  For  the 
McClellan  expedition  they  took  them  at  four  dollars  a  ton.  That  was 
the  instruction  from  the  War  Department. 

Question.  Did  you  always  inspect  vessels  yourself? 

Answer.  No. 

Question.  Who  did  it  ? 

Answer.  He  had  a  man  to  inspect.  The  last  charters  made,  he  had 
a  man  to  charter  them.  I  didn't  charter  them.  I  acted  as  agent, 
and  got  commission,  but  1  didn't  charter  one  of  them. 

Question.  He  had  an  inspector,  and  the  department  fixed  the  rates 
of  all?  ^ 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  of  barges,  steamers,  and  sailing  vessels. 
Question.  Do  you  know  whether  the  vessels  that  Colonel  Belger 
chartered  were  designated  to  him  by  the  War  Department,  or  any- 
body there  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  know  in  one  or  two  oases  he  had  instructions 
from  Colonel  Bucker  to  charter  such  and  such  boats  at  such  and  such 
prices. 

Question.  What  ones  ? 

Answer.  The  Portsmouth,  and  the  Lancaster,  or  the  Juniata — I 
don't  know  which  it  was.     It  was  one  or  two  boats. 

Question.  Do  ^ou  know  whether  he  was  directed  by  Mr.  Tucker  to 
charter  any  particular  vessels  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  think  not.  It  might  have  heen.  I  can't  say 
who  the  direction  came  from  in  all  cases.  I  know  in  one  case  he  had 
orders  from  General  Meigs  to  charter  so  many  vessels  for  loading  water, 
and  to  fit  up  for  horses  and  mules.  He  got  the  order  some  time  ahout 
five  o'clock  Sunday  afternoon,  and  had  the  vessels  all  engaged  and 
ready  to  go  to  work  by  six  o'clock  Monday  morning. 

Question.  Who  owns  the  Columbia  ? 

Answer.  Dr.  William  Gunton,  or  a  stock  company  of  which  Dr. 
Oanton  is  president. 
•  Question    Who  chartered  the  Pocahontas  ? 

Answer.  Gteneral  Burnside,  I  believe.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the 
fact,  though. 

Question.  Do  you  get  a  percentage  on  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  she  still  in  the  government  employment  ? 

Answer.  She  was  lost,  sir  ;  she  never  reached  her  destination  ? 

Question.  Did  you  act  as  the  agent  of  Captain  Hodges  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  never  acted  as  the  agent  for  the  goverjiment  in 
no  way,  shape,  nor  manner.  I  never  received  any  compensation, 
and  never  acted  as  agent.  They  fixed  the  price  on  all  the  vessels.  I 
merely  acted  as  broker  and  agent  for  the  owners  of  the  vessels.  I 
never  fixed  the  price  of  a  vessel  in  my  life.  I  handed  in  the  prices. 
They  sometimes  took  them  at  the  price — sometimes  at  a  less  price. 
I  acted  as  the  agent  for  the  owner,  and  so  stated  in  all  my  transac- 
tions to  everybody  who  dealt  with  me. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  discount  any  charter-parties  for  Mr.  Heslen? 

Answer.  I  would  not  say  whether  I  did  or  not.  I  think  I  have  had 
some  charter-parties  made  in  his  name,  and  collected  in  New  York. 

Question.  How  much  did  he  pay  you  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  certain;  I  think  I  charged  him  two  and  a  half 
per  cent. 

Question.  Are  you  not  certain  ? 

Answer.  I  would  not  want  to  swear,  but  I  think  I  did. 

Question.  What  was  the  usual  amount  that  you  charged  ? 

Answer.  Two  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  Two  and  a  half  per  cent,  for  advances,  and  two  and  a 
half  per  cent,  more  for  collecting  ? 

Answer.  Not  in  all  cases. 

Question.  Did  you  generally  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  generally. 

Question.  Did  you  advance  any  for  Mr.  Gray  ? 

Answer.  You  don't  understand  me.  Mr.  Gray  was  merely  offering 
these  vessels  for  the  owners.  The  captains  would  come  to  me  on  these 
vessels  that  Mr.  Gray  offered. 

Question.  Did  you  advance  any  money  on  vessels  that  you  chartered 
of  Mh  Gray? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  At  how  much  ? 

Answer.  At  two  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  You  were  making  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  No^  sir. 
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Question.  Two  and  a  half  per  cent,  advancing  and  two  and  a  half 
per  cent,  for  collecting  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  think  not.  I  might  have  charged  two  and  a 
half  per  cent,  when  I  got  to  New  York  for  collecting. 

Question.  Did  yon  ever  advance  any  to  Mr.  Rhoads? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ^ver  advance  any  to  parties  that  yon  chartered 
from,  through  Mr.  Rhoads  ? 

Answer.  Some  captains  of  schooners  I  did. 

Question.  At  how  much? 

Answer.  Two  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  And  two  and  a  half  for  collecting  ? 

Answer.  1  don't  know  that  I  did.  I  have  collected  a  great  many 
in  New  York. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  advance  any  on  the  charter-parti6s  you  got 
through  Mr.  Rose? 

Answer.  Of  Rose  &  Lyon — yes,  sir;  I  think  I  have  advanced  them; 
but  I  do  not  think  I  charged  anything. 

Question.  Have  you  for  Mr.  Applegarth? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  think  not. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  advance  any  to  any  of  the  captains  of  any 
of  his  vessels? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  think  Mr.  Applegarth  advanced  it  himself  on 
all  those.  I  might  possibly  have  advanced  some.  I  have  no  recol- 
lection of  it  now. 

Question.  What  vessel  was  it  that  was  chartered  at  $360,  and  you 
received  $60  of  it? 

Answer.  Not  any  to  my  knowledge.  I  don't  remember  any  such 
vessel.         . 

Question.  You  would  not  swear  that  you  did  not  do  it? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  chartering  a  vessel  for  $360, 
and  keeping  |60,  unless  in  the  case — 

Question.  An  eastern  vessel  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know — unless  in  the  case  of  the  Columbia.  Dr. 
Gunton  said  he  would  let  me  have  the  boat  for  $300.  I  offered  the 
Columbia  to  Captain  Hodges  and  Mr.  Tucker  at  $350,  and  gave 
them  the  dimensions  of  the  boat,  the  number  of  troops  she  would 
carry,  &c.,  and  they  took  her,  and  said  she  was  the  cheapest  boat  they 
had  got  on  the  list ;  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  taking  |60  for 
a  vessel  of  |300,  but  it  might  possibly  be  in  a  case  like  the  Columbia, 
though  I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Question.  Were  there  not  several  cases  of  that  kind,  where  you 
'  chartered  the  vessel  for  a  sum  greater  than  went  to  the  parties  who 
made  the  charter  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  of  a  case.  I  do  not  recollect  a 
single  case  except  the  Columbia.  There  might  be  a  schooner,  but  1 
don't  remember  it.  The  vessels  have  always  been  put  down  to  my 
knowledge  at  the  sum  the  parties  have  got — four  dollars  a  ton — and 
all  I  have  ever  received  is  the  commission.  I  have  no  recollection  of 
taking  $60  a  day  on  any  schooner  or  vessel,  besides  the  commission. 
I  don't  believe  there  was  a  vessel  of  that  kind. 
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Qnestion.  Do  you  kno^  anything  of  the  vessel  H.  E.  Brown? 
Answer.  I  did  not  charter  her.     I  know  she  was  chartered.     £ 
gneBB  the  name  is  Horace  E.  Brown.     She  is  owned  hy  Adams  & 
Magee^  in  Baltimore. 

Question.  What  do  you  know  of  her  ? 

Answer.  1  know  she  went  on  the  Burnside  expedition,  but  I  had 
nothing  to  do  with  her.  My  impression  is  that  Mr.  Brant  chartered 
her.  I  would  not  say  certainly  who  did  charter  her.  I  chartered 
very  few  vessels  for  that  expedition.  I  had  not  got  into  the  business 
then.  There  were  vessels  taken  up  from  Wilmington  and  all  over 
the  country  for  that  expedition  that  I  had  nothing  to  do  with.  I  be- 
lieve I  stated  the  other  day  that  I  owned  the  whole  of  the  Fairy 
Queen  and  Edwin  Forrest  at  the  time  I  chartered  them  ;  but  I  did 
not  own  the  whole.  One  party  owned  one-quarter  and  one  party  one- 
third,  but  I  bought  them  out  afterwards — after  they  had  been  in  the 
employment  of  the  government  a  spell. 

Question.  Who  made  the  first  charter  for  the  Columbia  ? 

Answer.  The  first  charter  I  know  anything  of  was  that  for  the  Mc- 
Clellan  expedition.  That  was  made  for  one  month  and  longer^  if 
necessary. 

Question.  At  $350? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  |350 ;  that  was  the  price  on  the  list. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  her  being  chartered  before? 

Answer.  She  was  in  the  service  of  the  government ;  I  had  nothing 
to  do  with  it. 

Question.  Who  chartered  her  before  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  the  agent  of  the  line. 

Question.  To  what  agent  of  the  government? 

Answer.  I  think  Colonel  Rucker ;  but  I  am  not  certain  now. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  much  she  was  chartered  for  then  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  her.  All  I 
know  is  by  hearsay. 

Question.  Did  she  coal  herself  when  you  chartered  her  ? 

Answer.  The  government  furnished  coal  for  all  the  steamers,  sir. 

Question.  When  did  you  see  Mr.  Tucker  last? 

Answer.  1  have  not  seen  Mr.  Tucker,  to  speak  to  him,  for  two 
months,  I  think.     I  saw  him  to-day,  but  not  to  speak  to  him. 

Question.  You  had  no  conversation  with  him  ? 

Answer.  Not  a  word.  I  think  I  have  not  spoken  to  him  for  two 
months — perhaps  not  so  long  as  that. 

Question.  You  say  you  never  received  any  consideration  for  ypur 
services  from  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Colonel  Belger  never  paid  you  anything  nor  directed  any- 
thing to  be  paid  to  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  He  told  me  when  he  sent  for  me  he  would  pay 
me ;  but  I  never  asked  him  for  pay,  and  never  received  a  cent. 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  in  all  cases  you  consulted 
with  Colonel  Belger,  or  the  agent  of  the  quartermaster's  department, 
in  regard  to  the  capacity  of  the  vessel  and  the  price  to  be  paid  ? 

Answer.   Whenever  he  wanted  a  vessel,  his  instructions  were  that 
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he  would  not  pay  for  any  Bchooner  any  more  than  the  price  fixed  by 
the  War  Department — ^four  dollars  a  ton.  In  steamers,  in  all  cases, 
the  owners  or  agents  went  with  me  and  gave  the  dimensions,  and  the 
lowest  price  they  would  take,  and  then  he  wonld  take  them  or  not.  I 
never  offered  a  vessel  myselt  in  my  life,  or  asked  for  any  vessels,  ex- 
cept when  in  answer  to  that  advertisement  of  Mr.  Stanton ;  and  I  have 
made  my  commission  fairly  and  honorably. 

Question.  Did  you  always,  before  you  effected  a  charter,  consult 
with  Major  Belger  as  to  the  capacity  of  the  vessel,  and  the  price  you 
paid  for  her  ? 

Answer.  In  steamers^  in  all  cases. 
Question.  In  sailing  vessels  ? 

Answer.  In  sailing  vessels— say  he  wanted  a  vessel  to  have  such 
and  such  a  cargo,  and  the  price  must  be  four  dollars  a  ton,  custom- 
house register.  He  wanted  a  vessel  to  carry  such  and  such  a  cargo. 
I  told  him  I  could  get  the  vessel,  and  I  would  furnish  it.  In  trans- 
porting up  and  down  the  Chesepeake,  in  many  places  the  water  is 
very  shallow,  and  will  only  allow  tour  or  five  feet,  and  it  is  very  dif- 
ficult to  get  vessels  tkat  can  go  into  such  places — particularly  Aquia 
creek.     ISome  places  there  would  not  draw  over  five  feet. 

Question.  Then,  I  understand  you  to  say  you  did  not  consult  him  in 
most  cases  ? 

Answer.  In  all  cases  in  that  way.     I  could  not  take  a  vessel  with- 
out his  approval,  or  that  of  some  other  officer  of  the  government. 
Question.  Then,  you  did  have  his  approval? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
Question.  In  every  case  ? 
Answer.  Certainly. 

Question.  He  knowing  the  capacity,  the  size,  and  the  price  to  be 
paid? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir — four  dollars  a  ton. 
Question.  And  the  character  of  the  vessels  to  be  employed  ? 
Answer.  I  would  not  say  that  he  went  into  all  the  particulars  of 
the  vessel.  He  would  state  what  be  wanted,  and  the  vessel  would  be 
furnished ;  but  a  great  many  vessels  have  been  chartered  that  he 
knew  nothing  about.  I  have  taken  two  or  three  since  I  was  here  the 
last  time  that  he  knew  nothing  in  the  world  about,  except  to  sign  the 
charter-party. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  present  any  letter  from  Mr.  Tucker  to 
Colonel  Belger,  other  than  that  telegraphic  dispatch  which  you  have 
recited  in  your  testimony  to  day  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  I  presented  another  letter,  which  I  have 
here,  to  Colonel  Belger. 

Question.  Did  you  present  a  letter  to  Colonel  Belger,  directing  him 
to  sign  the  charter-parties  you  had  effected  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir..    I  have  it  here— a  telegram. 
Question.  But  any  other  than  the  telegram  ? 
Answer.  I  would  not  say.     I  have  half  a  dozen  letters  from  Mr. 
Tucker. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  present  a  letter  to  Colonel  Belger  from  Mr. 
Tucker,  other  than  the  telegraphic  despatch  to  you,  which  you  have 
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already  recited  in  your  testimony  to-day,  directing  Colonel  Belger,  or 
any  other  agent  of  the  department,  to  sign  charter-parties  that  had 
been  effected  by  you  ? 

Answer.  I  should  not  want  to  swear  to  that.  My  recollection  is 
that  I  have  presented  to  him  letters  and  telegraphic  despatches,  both 
from  Mr.  Tucker  and  from  Colonel  McCallum.  I  have  a  standing 
order  from  Colonel  McCallum  to  furnish  transportation  or  any  vessels 
that  he  wants. 

A.  0.  HALL. 


Washington,  Tuesday^  January  20,  1863. 
Ahasa  C.  Hall,  recalled,  testified  further  as  follows : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  Please 'furnish  to  the  committee  the  tables  or  lists  of  the 
vessels  chartered  by  you  for  the  use  of  the  government,  which  were 
desired  the  last  time  you  appeared  before  the  committee. 

Answer.  1  furnish  the  following  documents  as  my  answer : 

That  marked  **A,"  which  I  now  hand  to  the  committee,  embraces 
the  vessels  chartered  through  me  at  the  port  of  Baltimore  tor  general 
purposes. 

That  marked  <<B''  contains  a  list  of  all  the  vessels  chartered 
through  me  for  the  McClellan  expedition. 

The  list  marked  ^'C"  contains  the  steamers  for  the  McClellan 
expedition. 

List  '*  D  ''  contains  the  vessels  chartered  at  the  instance  of  Colonel 
McCallum,  for  transporting  railroad  materials,  &o. 

They  are  aa  follows : 
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[UsA  famished  to  the  committee  by  A.  C.  Hall.] 
A. 

List  of  vessels  chartered  to  transport  fordge,  ifc. 


I 


1889. 
April  8 
14 
14 
15 
16 
16 
1« 
16 
17 
17 
18 
18 
S9 
93 
S» 
9S 
92 
99 
93 
93 
94 
94 
95 


98 

98 

30 

May  1 


June  13 
Aug.  11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
II 
19 
19 
12 
12 
12 
91 
98 
Sept.  3 
9 


Name  and  deaeription  of 
veaael. 


Owner  or  captain**  name. 


Schr.  Gov.  Barton 

Scbr.  Juniatta  Patton. .  .. 
Schr.  A.  T.  Rowland*.... 

Schr.  Chryiolite 

Schr.  North  Carolina 

Schr.  E.  H.  Market 

Schr.  Wm.  Allen 

Schr.  L.  W.  Birdeale 

Schr.  Amytii 

Schr.  Maria  It  Elizabeth.. 

Schr.  Samuel  Colt 

Schr.  Buena  Vi«u 

Schr.  P.  W.  Johnston 

Schr.  Kendrick  Pish 

Schr.  N.  L.  Waaaen 

Schr.  Olivia  Buxton  

Schr.  Julien  Pranklin 

Schr.  Clara  Belle 

Schr.  A.  H.  Manchester  .. 

Schr.  Plandouer 

Schr.  K.  C.  Stannard 

Schr.  David  C.  Poster   . . 
Schr.  Mary  P.  Hudson*. . . 

Schr.  Carrie 

Schr.  J.  H.Traverse 

Scbr.  J.  Gaslin 

BrigAUadden 

Schr.  T.  R.  Hammond.... 

Schr.  Fisher 

Schr.  Mountain  Eagle  .... 

Schr.  Baltimore 

Schr.  Mary  A.  Magee 

BngW.  Nicholas 

Schr.  Emma  Farbush 

Schr.  Justina 

Schr.  Lawrence 

Schr.  AlmiraT 

Schr.  Clara  Belle 

Schr.  O.  H.  Tolla 

Schr.  Carrie 

Schr.  Federal  HUl 

Schr.  Ontario 

Schr.  Mountaineer 

Schr.  B.  H.  Fox 

Schr.  Butterfly* 

Schr.  J.M.AA.J.Foxwell 
Schr.  William  k  John  .... 

Scbr.  J.  R.  Grifllth 

Schr.  Jno.  P.  Spedden.... 

Sloop  Delaware 

Schr.  Ambition 

Schr.  Louisiana 

Schr.  Wm.  Frazier. 

Bchr.  Wonder 

Bark  William* 

Schr.  Robert  Healy 


E.Parker 

T.  W.  Rowland. 


R.  W.  Bunting 

W.  Appleganli  h.  Son. 
Thoe.  C.  Cranmer .... 
W.  Rhoades  h.  Son ... 

Kelsey  h.  Gray 

W.  Rhoades  h.  Son. ... 
6.W.  HiUiard 


John  Wall 

Harrison  Mitchell 

Samuel  J.  Williams  ... 

S.  F.Jewett    

W.  Applegarth  h.  Son. . 
Asa  W.  Nickeraon  . . . . 

Robt.  T.  Brown 

W.  Applegarth  k  Son  . 
Joseph  H.  Townsend. . 

S.  S.  Hudson 

W.  Applegarth  k  Son  , 

Jno.  H.  Adams 

Kelsey  k  Gray 

C  M.  Jackson  k  Co . . . 

do 

do 

Robert  Hawes 

M.  A.  Mitchell..; 

John  Magee , 

William  G.Foster.... 
George  fi.  Kendall .... 

Kelsey  k  Gray 

TregoekToll 

W.  Rhoades k  Son.... 
W.  Applegarth  k  Son  , 

do 

....  do 

do 


W.  Applegarth  k  Son. . 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

G.  D.  Halleck 

Kelsey  k  Gray 

W.  Applegarth  k  Son. 


Total. 


268 
961 
916 
170 
108 

90 
363 
167 
106 
945 
166 
931 

94 
170 
103 

90 

^2 
194 
273 
966 
124 
127 
995 
115 
100 

85 
960 
106 
112 
195 
120 
226 
180 
184 
114 
125 
159 
125 

95 

no 

110 
75 
74 
148 
100 
78 
95 
90 
92 
75 
100 
133 
106 
190 
936 
133 


n 


H 

%•  o 

s 
& 


$1,079 
1,044 
884 
680 
433 
360 
1,459 
668 
494 
980 
664 
994 
376 
680 
419 
360 
368 
4i« 
1,099 
1,064 
496 
508 
1,180 
440 
400 
340 
1,040 
494 
448 
780 
480 
950 
790 
738 
456 
475 
650 
500 
380 
440 
440 
340 
996 
599 
400 
319 
380 
360 
368 
300 
400 
539 
494 
760 
944 
539 


$3,340  00 

1,809  00 

3,081  60 

753  40 

907  90 

888  00 

8,448  00 

1,060  00 

1,045  80 


h 


•3,044  00 
3,579  00 
859  90 
3,060  00 
9,794  80 
1,548  00 
1,733  90 


4,860  00 
3,990  60 


9,404  40 
7,194  90 


693  00 


5,333  90 

9,916  00 

1,416  00 

1,540  00 

937  80 

9,660  00 

790  00 

932  90 

1,763  90 


736  00 
616  60 
481  90 


557  90 
408  00 


730  00 


384  80 
481  90 
439  OU 


370  00 


1,895  00 


Disch'd. 


45Disch' 


«167  00 

90    - 
154  08 

37  67 

45  36  Oisch'd. 

44  40  DiscbM. 
499  40Dtsch>d. 


53  00 
5»99 


109  90 
178  60 

49  61 
153 
139  74 

77 

86  661 


40  Sept.  94 


943  00 
199  53 


190 
SS6  21 


34  65 


906 

110  80 
70  80 
77  00 
46  88 

133  oa 
36  00 
46  61 
88  16 


97  86 


36  50 


18  50 


OischM. 


99  Sept.  15. 


OischM. 


66  Sept.  30. 


Sept.S9. 


36  80  Disch' 
30  83 
94 


>d. 

Disch'd. 

OelOischM. 


OischM. 


20  40  Oisch'd. 


OischM. 


19  94 
94  06 
91  60  Disch' 


Oisch'd. 

DiscbM. 

d. 


Disch'd. 


91  95 


4,037  49 


*  Still  in  the  service  of  the  government. 
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List  of  vessels  chartered  to  transport  Jbrage,  dt<^ — Continued. 


Name  and  deicripUon  of 
veateJ. 


Owner  or  captain 'a  name 


».is 

Sit 

«s5 


iprU    98 

9e 

9B 
96 
96 
96 
llajr       1 

1 

1 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

3 

3 

3 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

8 

8 

8 

9 

15 

LogiiatSS 

95 

95 

95 

95 

95 

96 

96 

96 

97 

May     19 


Barge  Friendship 

Barge  California 

Barge  Great  Republic  .... 
Barge  M.  A.  Dafiy.      ... 

Barges.  Reider 

Barge  John  Pickup 

Barge  Mary  Ann  Brown.. 
Barge  Lewis  h.  Butler.... 

Barge  P.  8.  Marah 

Barge  Charlea  E.  Morria.. 

Barge  Lewis  Wilson 

Barge  Orange* 

BarceT.  Bpencer 

Barge  Mary  Linda 

Barge  Charles  E  Steiner.. 

Barge  J.  Campbell 

Barge  Judge  Jones 

Barge  Gov.  Johnson 

Barge  David  WilmoC... 

Barge  Little  Oliver 

Barge  John  Adams 

Barge  Roderick  Dhu 

Barge  George  Spencer.  .. 

Barge  Empire  City 

Barge  Edward 

Barge  Michael  Fritz 

Barge  Richard  Heckscher. 

Barge  Rebecca 

Barge  Mattie  J.Hanselman 
Barge  D-  J.  Townsend . . . 
Barge  Geo.  W.  Beavers. . . 
Barge  Jno.  F.  Morton  .... 

Barge  8wan 

Barge  Wm.  T.  Anderson. 
Barge  Thos.  P.  Bman. . . . 
Barge  Dutch  Traveller.  . . 
Barge  Maay  Welch  ..... 
Barge  Adolphus  Fisher. . . 

Barge  Forest  Flower 

Barge  Baltic 

Barge  Zouave 

Barge  Feronia 

Barge  Seven  Sisters 

Barge  Carrie 

Barge  Lizzie  Arnold .... 
Barge  Dr.  W.  W.  Robins  . . 

Barge  Grey  Eagle 

Barge  Martha  and  Sarah . . 

Barge  Village  Belle 

Barge  Thos.  Franklin  .... 
Barge  Alexander  the  Great 


R.  W.  Mcaellan. 
David  Forsyth.  .. 


Bernard  Dafly 

Jno.  Frick 

Jno.  Elliou 

Richard  Brown 

Richard  A.  Riiatt.... 

Jacob  ShurtB 

James  Clinton 

Adam  Bulmer 

WUliam  Barker  .... 
W.  LockridgekCo. 

Geo.  A.  Twibill 

do 


James  Murray.  . 


Robert  Patterson . . . . , 

Geo.  A.  TwibUl 

W.  Lockridte  It  Co 
P.  W.  Blackburn..... 

R.  F.CahUl  , 

Edward  Bourke , 

Jno.  B.  Hammond..., 

.....  do 

do 

Samuel  Root 

Thos.  London , 

Wm.  Prime , 

Jacob  Shnrtz , 

....do 

Stephen  H.  Myers . . . 

Jacob  Shurtz , 

Henry  Lona , 

Leander  wood 

Geo.  W.  Breneman. . 
G.  H.  Flttenberger.  . 
Thos.  McCulloch  .... 

A.  C.  Hall , 

Jas.  S.  Patton 

Isainh  Hippie 

Charles  Rienhart. . . .  < 
Jno.  Hochlander.  ... 

J.  L.  Arnold , 

8.  H.  Hochlander  .... 
Solomon  R.  Shipe  ...< 

Jno.  B.  Miller , 

Isaac  Milliken 

Jacob  Piper , 

Dennis  O'Brien..... 


f  19  00 
19  00 
19  00 
19  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 
15  00 

12  00 

13  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 
19  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 
19  00 
19  00 
19  00 
19  00 
19  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 

900 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 
9  00 
9  00 
900 
13  00 
900 
13  00 
900 
900 
900 
9  00 
10  00 
10  00 
900 
900 
900 
9  00 
13  00 


#1,884  00 
3,076  00 
1,6*27  00 
1,744  00 
1,740  00 
1,740  00 


1,815  00 

708  00 

9,199  00 


1,633  00 

9,148  00 

9,040  00 

9,139  00 

696  00 

1,464  00 

1,704  00 

1,800  00 

1,813  00 

l,6f«00 

1,464  00 

9,148  00 

1,738  00 

360  00 

360  00 

360  UO 

1,968  00 

1,611  00 

l,i^  00 

1,834  00 

1,764  00 

1,383  90 

9,059  00 

1,593  00 

1,349  00 

L314  00 

1,380  00 

1,933  00 

1,665  00 

961  00 

961  00 

934  00 

961  00 

99U  00 

370  00 

925  00 

334  00 

325  00 

316  00 

360  00 


$94  90 
103  80 
81  35 
87  90 
87  00 
87  00 


90  75 
35  40 
108  60 


91  60 
107  40 
103  00 

106  60 
34  80 
73  30 

85  90 
90  00 

90  60 
84  60 
73  90 

107  40 

86  40 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
96  40 
80  55 

91  20 
91  90 
88  90 
69  16 

103  60 
79  65 
69  10 
65  70 
69  00 
61  65 
83  35 
13  05 
13  05 
11  70 

13  05 

14  50 
18  50 
11  25 
11  70 
11  35 
10  bO 
18  00 


Oct.     1. 
Oct.  17. 


Disch'd. 


Uisch*d. 


Oct.  31. 


Oct.  31. 


Sept.  38. 
Oct.     1. 


Sept  39. 


Oct  17. 
Sept.  30. 


Oct     1. 
Disch'd. 


Sept  30. 
Sept  99. 
Sept  93. 
Sept  19. 
Sept  93. 
Sept  33. 
Sept.  30. 
Sept  29. 
Sept  20. 
Sept.  19. 
Sept  19. 


Total. 


3,151  81 


*  Still  in  the  senrice  of  the  govemmenU 
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TESTIMONY. 


B. 
List  of  vessels  chartered  for  the  McCleUan  expedition. 


1869. 

Feb.  98 

96 

9d 

96 

96 

95 

96 

95 

97 

97 

96 

98 

Mar.  1 

I 

5 
10 
3 
4 
5 
5 
7 
6 
10 
8 
5 
7 
7 
8 
8 
11 
10 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
1? 
18 
10 
11 
11 
7 
17 
1? 


Feb.  96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
96 
9h 
96 
3 
3 
3 
3 
•  3 
3 
3 
3 
3 


Mar. 


Deccription  and 
veaael. 


of 


Owner  or  captain  *«  name. 


Bcttr.IrieofPhMe 

8chr.  Saratoga 

Bchr.  Willard  P.  PhiUUpe 

Schr.  BenJ.  Butler 

Bchr.  SwasMit* 

Bchr,  Red  Bafle 

Schr.  Caspian 

Bchr.  E.  H.  Benton 

Bchr.  Ada  Amee 

Schr.  Ellen 

Schr.  Lvdia  Ann 

Bchr.  W.  L.Dayton*  ... 

Bchr.  Maria  Jane 

Bchr.  A.  J.  Bird  

Bchr.  Moonlight* 

Schr.  Moderator 

Bchr.  Wm.  Phillip* 

Schr.  Alexander  Law  .... 

Schr.  Montezuma  

Schr.  Thomaa  Page 

Schr.  W.  H.  Kufan 

Schr  Samuel  Eddy 

Schr.  Asa  Eldridge 

Schr.  Henry  Finch 

Schr.  Eclipse* 

Schr.  A.  R.  Whitroore.... 

Schr.  Pair  Wind 

Schr.  Sea  Nymph  

Bchr.  John  Farnham 

Schr.  WestWind* 

Bchr.  M.  C.  Dnrfee 

Schr.  Danid  Brown 

Schr.  White  Cloud 

Bchr.  8.  B.  Jonee 

Schr.  Mary  Ann    

Schr.  Louisa  Reeves 

Bchr.  Batairia 

Bchr.  Herschel 

Bchr.  Free  Wind 

Schr.  Susquehanna  ••••.. 

Bchr.  Wm.  Spear 

Scbr.  Priscillaf 

Bchr.  John  Wilsont 

Schr.  Fr6mont6 

Schr.  S.  H.  Pool  i 


Baitie 
Barge 
Barge 
Barge 
Barge 
Barge 
Barge 
Barge 
Barge 
Barge 
Barge 
Barge 
Barge 
Barge 
Barge 
Boige 
Barge 
Barge 
Barge 


F.S.Boai 

Oliye  Branch.. 
Samuel  Davlfl.. 

Lady 

M.  Dallman  . 


Flying  Dutchman. 

William 

Thomas  Maloney. 
Henry  Bartley.... 

Rate  Sailor 

Supply  

Owen  Gorman. ... 

Mary  Ann 

Union 

W.  T.  Anderson  . . 

8.  Craig 

Broad  Mountain  • . 
Patrick  NauUy.... 
Peter  Olinton*.... 


Tbos.  E.  Friend 

John  W.Adams 

flamuel  R.  Smith 

John  P.  Curley 

Isaac  Soper 

W.B.Brown 

Rayniond  Porter 

E.Taylor 

A.C.Ames    

Harvy  D.  Leland 

J<^n  M.  Weaver 

Somers  Hand 

Isaac  A.  Lay 

James  H.  French 

George  M.  Stutes 

A  S.  Letto  

WilUam  H.  Mount 

Henry  T.Wood 

H.  0.  Wyman 

George  W.  Frame 

James  W.  Sprague. . . . 

Wesley  Patton 

Owen  Prescott 

Henry  Davy 

John  J.  Cook 

Milb  Edwards 4 

Bevan,  Phillips  It  Co. . 
Lemuel  H.  Conley  .... 

Gideon  Hall 

Charles  Burnett 

W.Bean  

Henry  Heald 

Amos  C.  Leavitt 

Fountain  Jones 

Charles  Haley 

John  A.  Jones 

C.J.  Word 

J.  H.  Birdsale 

E.  R.  Jones  

W.  Applegarth  fc  Co. . . 

, do 

do 


John  SpauIdJng . 


Charles  Deem 

Abraham  Hallman  . . . 

Thomas  Rourke , 

John  Baser , 

L.  Britten 

William  Myers , 

WiUiamGillen , 

Michael  Fitzpatrick. 
Thomas  McBride...., 
Michael  Kuke»lager. 

WUIiam  Curry , 

Owen  Brady 

do , 

Johns.  Hammond... 

do , 

William  F.  Dare.  .., 

James  Carr , 

George  Nahm < 

George  A.  Twibill  .., 


199 
144 
196 
184 
193 
|950 
1694 
183 
946 
165 
169 

la^ 

219 
179 
260 
217 
•206 
910 
136 
160 
171 
276 
128 
280 
269 
229 
113 
I9i 
299 
947 
260 
294 
153 
198 
137 
163 
164 
997 
168 
77 
97 


#4  00 

400 
4  00 
4  00 
400 
4  00 
400 
400 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
400 
4  00 
4  041 

3  57 

4  00 
4  00 
400 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
3  62 
3  92 
3  78 
365 
3  68 
3  75 

3  70 

4  00 
4  00 
4  00 


'1 

^B 


#796 
575  00 
7»3 
736  00 
779 

LOOO  00 
650  00 
739  00 
984  00 
660  00 
648  00 
540  OU 
876  00 
716  00 

1,040  00 
868  00 
832  00 
840  00 
544  00 
640  00 
684 

I,1U4  00 
519  00 

1,190  Oi 
960  00 
916  00 
453  00 
768  00 
916 
988  00 

,040 

,065  00 
600  00 
750  00 
500  00 
600  00 
615  00 

1,100 
679  00 
308  00 
388  00 


1600 

1000 

10  00 

10  00 

1000 

1000 

10  00 

10  00 

1000 

10 

1000 

1000 

1000 

1000 

10  00 

1000 

10  00 

10  00 

1000 


il 

a 
< 


#5,968 
3,910 
9,496 
5J97 
9,161 
9,880 
5,091 
2,890 
9.755 
4,076 

1,530 
6,920 
5,536 
10,688 
4,340 

832 
9,919 
9,829 
1,728 
9,764 
7,139 
9,2)00 
9,986 
9.148 

916 

904 
4,819 

916 
6,904 
1,040 
9,343 
1,340 
1,895 
1.816 
1,460 
3,955 
6,413 

679 
1,170 
1,000 

810 


683  90 


1,997  00 

9,390  00 

750  00 


9,060  00     103  00 


9,090  00 


920  00 
9,390  00 

900  00 

175  00 
9,140  00 
9,110  60 
9,340  00 
1,500  00 

660  00 
U980  00 
1,900  00 


MS 


#963 
195 
194 
956 
108 
143 
254 
141 
137 
903 
91 
76 
346 
976 
534 
917 
41 

no 

141 

86 

138 

356 

195 

149 

457 

45 

45 

.940 

45 

345 

53 

117 

67 

91 

90 

73 

197 

390 

33 

58 

50 


75  8epC95. 
65SepCl6. 


99  16 


61  35 
119  50 
37  50 


104  50 


11  00 
119  50 
45  00 
850 
107  OU 
105  50 
117  00 
75  00 
33  00 
64  00 
60  00 


I 

I 

I 


Sept.  99. 


Sept.  99. 
Oct.  99. 
Sept.  99. 


"*  Still  in  the  service  of  the  government. 
One  trip. 


X  One  trip  to  Annapolis. 
$  One  trip  to  Fort  Monroe. 
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B. — List  of  vessels  chartered  for  the  McClellan  expedition. — Continued. 


1 

Deicriptfon  and  name  of 

TCMel. 

Owner  or  eaptaln*a  name. 

i 
1 

I 

§ 

V- 

a 

< 

11= 

lit 

< 

1 

1863. 
Mar      S 

Baife  Western  Sur 

BariieM.  L.  Dawran.... 
Barge  Charles  Miller*.... 

BarieM.  DiiflV 

Barge  T.C.  Zulick 

Barge  Dr.  9hantion  ....«^ 
Barge  Catharine  Uayea. . . 

Barge  Metropoli« 

Barge  Princetown 

Bargts  Helaware 

Barge  Helen  Brown 

Total 

John  Moore    ••«. 

$10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
60  00 
10  00 

$9,090  00 
1.840  00 
9,000  OU 
9,140  00 

180  00 
1,180  00 
1,725  90 
1,200  00 

660  00 
4,900  00 

f 101  00 

99  00 

100  o.» 

107  00 

9  00 

59  00 

60  00 
33  00 

915  00 

Sept.  91. 

3 

Thomas  Jackson 

P.Reilly 

.... 

3 

p.  Doiry 

Oct.    J  • 

3 

Jacoh  K.  Dundore  .••■•. 

3 

Patrick  Turns 

3 

William  Whalen 

Robert  0  Baggy 

.... 

8 

Baltham  Hartog 

Oct. '90. 

4 

W.  H.  Bolton.. 

Ifi 

W.  H.OIer 

9,098  61 

*  Still  In  the  serrice  of  the  government. 


0. 
List  of  steamers  chartered. 


Name  of  steamer. 


Owner's  name. 


tl 


8 

< 


1663. 
Mar.   13 

Feb.  94 
96 
96 


96 
98 
96 
96 
95 
96 
96 
Mar.  ~ 
7 
18 


Patapsco 

OecU 

Portiimouth* 

Juniata* 

Pacific 

Baltimore*  .....   . 

Kent 

Pioneer^ 

AJax 

Baiiwell 

Fairy  Queen 

Columbia. 

Georgia* 

WilMn  Small 

Major  Breweiton  , 

Pilot 

Joseph  Baker 


Total. 


C.Coblens 

Captain  Rice 

Baltimore  and  Harre  de  Grace  J 
Steam  Towing  Company.     *! 

Prind.Rickeu  k,  Co 

S.J.  Pentz 

do 

John  Henderson,  Jr 

C.Coblens 

A.  C.Hall 

Dr.  William  Guntun 

M.  N.  Falls,  president 

Captain  Smith 

Mayor  and  City  Council 

Joaeph  Baker 

JohnH.  Barton 


885  00 

80  00 

930  00) 

990  00> 

60  00) 

950  00 

900  00 

900  00 

70  00 

40  00 

40  00 

350  00 

350  00 

910  00 

65  00 

50  00 

65  00 


810,995  00 
9,400  00 

73,960  00 

59,500  00 

18,000  00 

18,000  00 

13,390  00 

1,440  00 

l,9t)0  00 

69,000  00 

91,000  00 

16,500  00 

10,000  00 

1,500  00 

19,805  00 


8514  75 
190  00 

3,698  00 

9,695  00 

900  00 

900  00 

666  00 

79  00 

60  00 

3,450  00 

1,050  00 

895  00 

500  00 

75  00 

640  95 


16,096  00 


*  Still  la  the  tenrice  of  the  government. 
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Lut  of  vessels  chartered  to  transport  locomotives,  cars,  railroad  iron,  Sfc. 


Name  and  description  of 
yeM«l. 


Owner  or  ciplain'i  name. 


I 


< 


Hi 

9  «ift 


i 

I 


1803. 


Mar. 


18 
18 
81 
91 
85 
8S 
91 
97 
88 
85 
85 
89 
86 
94 
84 
87 
86 
86 
87 
87 
AprU  8» 
35 
89 
86 

8e 

93 

8 

8 

1 

4 

5 

5 

6 

6 

6 

8 

19 

19 

8U 


May 


June 


9 
83 

9 
10 
10 
10 
10 
11 
13 
25 
86 
16 
Aug.  89 


Schr.  Ella 

Schr.  Jamet  Jonea 

t^chr.  Norman 

Schr.  Minnehaha 

Schr.  E.  NickerMn  

RrixE.  Doaur 

Schr.  Mary  Brewer 

Schr.  8  D.  Hart* 

Schr.  Gtforge  and  Emily. . , 
Schr.  George  W.  Glover... 

Schr.  Algoroar 

Schr.  Lucy  Alexander  . . . . 

Schr.  Davison 

Schr.  Israel  H.Day 

Schr.  J.  H.  Burnett* 

Schr.  Benjamin  L.  Berry  . 
Sihr.  William  H.  Mailler*, 
Schr.  Vincent  Barkalew.., 

Schr.  Lucy  Church 

Schr.  Richard  A.  Wood. . 

Schr.  Young  America 

Schr.  8  L.  Oiromnns 

Schr.  Mary  and  Elizabeth^ 

Schr.  Malabar .... 

Schr.  Bengal* 

Schr.  Ellen  Merryman.... 
Schr.  E.  D.  McClenahan  ., 
Schr.  John  Forsyth  ...... 

Schr.  Pennsylvania , 

Schr.  Emma  Amelia 

Schr.  Mohiwk 

Schr.  E.  W.  Farrington  .., 
Schr.  Belle  of  Cape  Ann.. 

Schr.  Jnhn  Tilton 

Schr.  Luiher  Gliilds , 

Schr.  A.  8.  lells  ..  .. 
Schr.  George  W.  Gricu . . . . 

Schr.  Undine 

Schr.  Southerner , 

Schr.  Typhoon 

Schr.  Mountain  Avenue... 

Schr.  Alex.  Law 

Schr.  Hamor 

Schr.  Qporge  W.  Glover. . , 
Schr.  William  Gregory  ... 

Schr.  Junialta  Paiton 

Schr.  William  L.  Dayton., 

Schr.  Harriet  Baker 

Schr.  James  H.  Moore  .... 
Schr.  Stephen  S.  Lee  .... 

Schr.  Frances 

Schr.  Julia  Smith* 

Schr.  Joseph  Holmes  . ... . 


Charles  H.  Maraton  . 

C.  H.  Hasleton 

B.  Atwoodjr 

John  H.  Young 

Cyme  Nickerson  . . . . , 
George  H.  Loring  .... 

J.  B.  Wood 

Isaac  Wall , 

S.  8.  Harris 

Wi  nslow  Thomas  • . . , 

William  Hayea , 

K.  K.  Alexander  ..... 

Charles  Jackson 

Daniel  Chase 

Daniel  Ireland 

George  B  Weaver... 

!*eth  C.  Arey 

Clark  Burdick 

Alden  H.  Adams...., 

J.  B.  Cranmer 

J.  and  H.  H.  Post  ..., 

Lewis  Gandy 

Leonard  W.  Read.... 

Mark  Wiloh 

B.  A.  Pillsbury 

Charles  P.  Hamilton. 
Zebulon  Mitchell..... 

J.  D.  Applcganh 

H.  N.  West 

A.  S.  Harding 

Henry  Giles 

James  Robinson 

W.  H.  Green 

J.  8.  Lawrence 

Charles  Kelly    

P.  K.  Harwood 

John  Palmer 

P.  T.  Orowell 

Willinm  C.  Harris  .... 

Zenas  Truvorgy , 

F.  G.  Kelly 

Henry  T.  Wood 

Hamor 

W.Thomas....   ... . 

Horace  Bucklin 

ElishH  Parker 

Lomus  Hand 


William  Ingersoll  . 


Daniel  Connell . 
John  Orlando  .. 
B.  F.  Holmes  . . 


318 
947 
990 
140 
999 
lb7 
115 
165 
130 
116 
19.^ 
145 

94 
953 
192 
19(1 
191 

84 
904 
996 
149 
993 
190 
197 
103 
1S9 
114 
947 
143 
950 
141 
911 

luo 

160 
16H 
118 

lie 

100 
930 
965 
174 
911 
191) 
116 
149 
961 
135 
150 
980 
9:i5 
933 
182 
991 


#3  50 
384 
4  00 
4  00 
400 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  03 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 

3  69 

4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 

3  70 

4  00 
4  00 
400 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  0(1 
4  00 
4  00 
4  OU 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 


#795 
950 
880 
560 
916 
748 
460 
660 
580 
468 
500 
580 
376 
916 
768 
760 
764 
336 
816 

1,100 
568 
899 
760 

aos 

413 
516 
456 
9H8 
579 
1,000 
564 
844 
400 
640 
679 
479 
479 
400 
990 


4  00  1,060 
4  00  — 


4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
400 
4  00 
4  00 
400 
4  00 


844 
48U 
464 
596 
,044 
540 
600 
1,190 
940 
899 

ns 

884 


Total. 


94,955  00 
6,794  40 
3,784  00 
1,637  40 
9,733  90 
9,118  00 
3,174  00 
3.984  00 
9,999  90 
1,089  60 
1,033  90 
3,835  40 
1,059  00 
5,589  60 
4,779  00 
4,989  90 
1,349  00 
1,097  60 
4,871  40 
6,196  60 

997  80 
1,307  UO 
K900  00 
1,354  60 
1,977  00 
1,940  00 
9,094  90 
4,706  00 
9,601  00 
5,837  40 
3,746  90 
3,6H5  00 

919  80 
1,173  90 
1,913  00 
9,949  60 
9,489  40 
1,013  00 
.3,831  8(1 
9,100  00 
'^,261  60 
S,^^  90 

383  00 
1,948  60 
3,689  UO 
3,871  40 
9.469  00 
3,000  00 
4,099  00 
3,008  00 
3,181  40 
3,976  00 
1,655  80 


#947 

336  99 

189  90 

81  87 

136  66 

105  90 

158  70 
199  90 
146  46 

54  13 
51  66 
19177 

59  60 
979  48 
338  60 
914  II 

67  45 
54  88 
943  57 
309  S3 
46  39 
69  85 
95  00 
67  73 
63  85 
69  00 
101  91 
935  90 
130  05 
991  87 
1.^  31 
184  9.^ 
45  98 
58  66 

60  65 
119  46 
194  47 

50  65 
191  59 

106  00 
113  08 
199  71 

19  15 
97  43 
134  10 
193  57 
193  45 
150  00 
901  60 
150  40 

159  07 
163  80 

89  79 


75  Sept.  95 
•^  D»chd. 


Oct.  95 

Sept  15 
une  9 


Oct.    » 


Sept.  15 


N0V.9S 
Seplli 
Sepl'ie 
bcL  31 


Sept.  17 


D'cbd. 
Oct.  1 
Oct.  97 


7,376  49 


*  Still  in  the  service  of  the  govemment. 
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List  of  vessels  chartered  to  transport  locomotives^  cars,  railroad  iron,  SfV, 


s 
S 

Nime  ind  description  of 
vetwL 

Owner  or  captain's  name. 

1 

h 
1 

§ 

Is 

r 

"o  a 
S  ®  — 

< 

1 

1 

1808. 
Mmrcb  97 

Henry  R.  Royer 

fl9  00 
19  00 
19  00 
19  00 
MOO 
19  00 
19  00 
19  00 
19  00 
19  00 
19  00 
19  00 
13  00 
19  00 
19  00 
19  00 
19  00 
13  00 
19  00 

#9,119  00* 
1,006  00 
9,930  00 
9,199  00 
9,438  00 
1,500  00 
1,579  00 
9,196  00 
1,836  00 
1,090  00 
1,056  00 
9,196  00 
9,184  00 
9,434  00 
9,508  00 
1,440  00 
9,136  00 
9,100  00 
9,030  00 

#105  60 
'so  40 
111  00 
109  60 
lil  W 
75  00 

78  60 
109  80 

91  80 
61  00 
53  80 
109  80 
109  30 
19190 
195  40 

79  00 
106  80 
105  00 
101  00 

99 

Barge  Wynekoop .../ 

O.  O.  Brokaw 

99 

Barge  Samael  Wodey 

Barge  Torn  O'Neal 

Barge  Mary  Connolly 

Raige  Young  Henry 

Barge  Navada 

Barge  Planet ... 

Barge  LltUe  Sallie 

8.  Flanagan 

8epC30 
Oct.    1 

April       1 

WilliamPox 

Michael  Connolly 

John  Farrell 

John  Matbew 

Michael  Carey 

J.  Monogue ••...... 

BaigeTera  Cnu 

Andrew  Byrna. .......... 

Barge  Niagara 

Charles  Willouer 

Barge  Jane  Tonar 

John  Powell 

Richard  Connelly 

Lawrence  Leary. ........ 

Oct.  31 

Barge  J.  M.  RippUer 

Barge  Cape  May  .....•••. 

Oct.*99 

Chartea  Kautner 

OcU  31 

Barge  Nigtitingale 

Charles  Dugan 

Barge  Upharoia 

Dennis  Buckley  ......... 

Baige  A.  C.  Page 

William  Buckley 

Sept  30 
Sept.  Si 

W.  S.  Backman 

Total 

1,807  80 

RBCAPrrCJLATION. 

Coamiasion  received  on  schooners  on  this  expedition #7,376  49 

CommiMion  received  on  barges  on  this  expedition 1,807  80 

CommiKsion  received  on  barges  on  McOlellan's  expedition 9,598  61 

Cooiaiismon  received  on  schooners  on  McOlellan's  expedition 6,991  85 

Commission  received  on  barges  to  tran»port  forage 3,151  81 

Commission  received  on  schooners  to  transport  forage 4,097  49 

Commission  received  on  steamers 16,096  00 

Total 41,410  05 


Qaestion.  How  many  of  the  vessels  embraced  in  list  A  are  still 
in  the  employment  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell,  becanse  they  don't  report  to  Baltimore  ;  but 
I  have  no  knowledge  of  those  being  discharged  that  I  have  marked. 
So  far  as  I  can  recollect^  those  have  all  been  discharged  except  those 
that  I  have  marked ;  there  are  five  of  them.  Those  are  all  I  can 
remember. 

Question.  How  many  in  the  other  lists  ? 

Answer.  In  list  B  there  are  eight  marked.  In  list  C  there  are  six 
steamers ;  they  are  still  in  the  employment  of  the  government.  In 
list  D  there  are  five  schooners  still  in  the  employ  of  the  government. 

Question.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  upon  all  the  vessels 
enumerated  in  these  lists  you  receive  five  per  cent.? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  would  not  say  that.  I  receive  a  commission 
on  all — no,  I  have  not  on  all,  as  some  few  barges  were  lost,  and 
I  got  no  commission  on  them  at  all. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  a  commission  upon  all  except  those  that 
were  lost  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  I  have. 

Question.  Bow  many  were  lost  ? 
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Answer.  I  think  aboat  twenty  barges  were  lost^  bat  I  can't  say  for 
certain. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  any  consideration  from  any  of  those 
twenty  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did  receive  the  first  nionth  ;  I  would  not  be  cer- 
tain. From  some  of  them  I  did  not  receive  the  money  I  had  advanced 
on  them  for  supplieet^  On  some  of  them  I  advanced  money  for  the 
supplies^  and  I  have  not  received  that. 

Question.  On  most  of  these  you  received  more  than  five  per  cent? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  % 

Question.  On  all  you  received  five  per  cent? 

Answer.  On  all  except  what  were  lost  I  received  five  per  cent.,  I 
believe.  I  believe  I  did  not  divide  any  commission  with  any  brokers 
on  those  bargee  at  all. 

Question.  Did  you  not  receive,  on  any  of  the  vessels  enumerated  in 
these  tables,  more  than  five  per  cent  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  think  not ;  1  might  have  received  something 
for  advancing  and  collecting,  but  not  for  commission. 

Question.  Have  you  not  received  considerable  money  in  addition  to 
your  commissions  for  advancing  and  collecting  ? 

Answer.  Not  a  large  amount — not  a  very  large  amount. 

Question.  Not  a  very  large  amount  in  any  particular  case,  but  in 
the  aggregate  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  the  aggregate  would  not  amount  to  a  large  sum, 
more  particularly  on  the  barges  than  anything  else,  because  I  fur- 
nishea  them  with  groceries. 

Question.  How  much  are  you  receiving  on  the  Portsmouth,  Juniata 
and  Pacific  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  Are  you  receiving  no  more  than  five  per  cent? 

Answer.  No  more,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  been  ? 

Answer.  1  have  not  received  anything  on  this  charter.  On  the 
first  charter  I  received  seven  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  No  more  than  that  ? 

Answer.  No  more. 

Question.  When  did  that  charter  expire  ? 

Answer.  Some  time  in  June  or  July  last,  I  think.  They  were 
taken  up  a  short  time  ago  by  Colonel  Bucker. 

Question.  How  long  did  the  first  charter  continue? 

Answer.  My  impression  is  that  the  first  charter  on  these  three  boats 
continued  about  three  months. 

Question.  How  much  are  you  receiving  on  the  Baltimore? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  No  more? 

Answer.  No  more,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  on  the  Pioneer? 

Answer.  I  was  to  receive  ten  per  cent.  I  have  not  collected  any- 
thing of  account. 

Question.  How  much  on  the  G^rgia? 
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Answer.  Twenty-five  dollars  a  day  for  the  G-eorgia  ;  bat  I  have  not 
received  it.     That  was  the  nnderstanding. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  receive  on  thePatapsco  while  she  was 
in  the  government  employment  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  How  much  on  the  Cecil? 

Answer.  On  the  Cecil  I  received  one  month's  ^commission  ;  that  is 
all — five  per  cent,  on  one  month's  services 

Question.  You  say  you  have  never  been  interested  in  furnishing  any 
forage  to  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No.  sir. 

Question.  You  never  received  any  such  commission,  except  in  one 
instance? 

Answer.  No  commission,  to  my  knowledge,  on  forage. 

Question.  Yon  received  commission  on  some  hay  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Williams  allowed  me  one  per  cent,  on  some  hay  he 
sold  to  government,  that  is  all. 

Question.  You  never  assisted  in  selling  any  for  anybody  else  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  No  forage  of  any  description  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  believe  I  bought,  at  one  time,  20  or  30  bales 
of  bay  that  landed  on  the  wharf  from  a  schooner,  and  sold  it  to  gov- 
ernment; it  amouDted  to  $70  or  $80.  I  never  had  any  contract  with  the 
government,  or  dealt  with  it  in  hay,  oats,  or  corn. 

Question.  Whatever  vessels  are  enumerated  in  these  lists,  that  are 
now  in  the  employment  of  the  government,  you  are  getting  a  per 
cent,  on  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Are  the  schooners  J.  W.  Rumsey  and  R.  C.  &  A.  Ward 
on  these  lists  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  happens  it  that  they  are  not  on  them  ? 

Answer.  They  were  two  that  were  taken  up  at  Annapolis. 

Question.  Did  you  not  take  them  up  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  charter  them  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  not  K^ttingaDy  profits  from  them  ? 

Answer.  On  the  R.  C.  &  A.  Ward  I  got  2^  per  cent.  I  never  got 
anything  on  the  Rumsey. 

Question.  Have  they  agreed  to  pay  you  anything  on  the  Rumsey  ? 

Answer.  The  captain^  before  he  died,  agreed  to  pay  me  somethingy 
but  he  is  dead. 

Question.  Have  you  no  written  agreement? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  nothing  but  his  word. 

Question    Who  toot  them  up  ? 

Answer.  Captain  Slate. 

Question.  Who  was  he? 

Answer.  He  was  quartermaster  at  Annapolis  at  the  time. 

Question.  Who  effected  the  charters  with  Captain  Slate  ?       ^ 

Rep.  Com.  84 11 
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Answer.  The  vessels  were  in  Baltimore,  and  I  sent  them  down  to 
Captain  Slate,  and  he  chartered  them. 

Question.  How  happens  it  that  you  did  not  report  those  two  vessels 
on  your  lists  of  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  ;  they  never  appeared  on  my  books. 

Question.  What  other  vessels  have  been  chartered  through  or  by  you 
to  the  government,  besides  the  Rumsey  and  the  Ward,  that  do  not  ap- 
pear on  these  lists  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  of  any. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  there  are  no  others? 

Answer.  1  don't  remember  any  others. 

Question.  From  the  fact  that  you  don't  recollect  that  there  are  any 
others,  are  you  confident  that  there  are  no  others  ? 

Answer.  I  have  a  correct  statement  from  my  books,  and  I  think  I 
have  every  name  down  where  I  have  effected  the  charter  myself. 

Question.  You  have  on  the  lists,  in  one  column,  a  statement  of  the 
percentage  at  five  per  cent. ;  you  admit  in  your  testimony  that  in  many 
instances  you  have  received  more  than  five  per  cent. 

Answer.  In  some  instances  on  the  list  is  down  at  7^  per  cent. 

Question.  What  ones  ? 

Answer.  On  the  Portsmouth  and  Juniat;fi  I  think  you  will  find  it. 

Question.  No,  sir,  it  is  down  at  5  per  cent. 

Answer.  It  is  a  mistake,  then. 

Question.  Can  you  give  any  explanation  of  that? 

Answer.  No^  sir,  I  can't. 

Question.  If  this  account  was  taken  from  your  books,  how  does  it 
happen  that  your  books  do  not  correspond  with  your  testimony  ? 

Answer.  The  bookkeeper  may  have  made  out  all  the  accounts  at 
five  per  cent.,  but  I  received  on  the  Portsmouth  and  the  Juniata,  and 
the  tug-boat  Pacific,  7^  per  cent. 

Question.  According  to  your  testimony  the  other  day,  did  you  not 
receive  7^  per  cent,  on  several  sailing  vessels? 

Answer.  I  guess  not ;  I  don't  know  of  any  sailing  vessels  that  I  re- 
ceived 7^  per  cent.  on. 

Question.  Have  you  not  so  testified  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  think  not;  I  might  have  received  it  for  ad- 
vances, but  not  for  commission. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  receive  more  than  2^  per  cent,  for  advances  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  advanced  a  great  deal  that  I  never  got  a  cent 
for. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  receive  more  than  2^  per  cent,  for  collecting? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  receive  more  than  5  per  cent,  for  collecting 
and  advancing  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have. 

Question.  What  was  that  balance  for? 

Answer.  2^  per  cent,  for  advancing,  and  5  per  cent,  for  commission. 

Question.  Have  you  not  received  as  high  as  10  per  cent,  on  sailing 
vessels  ? 

Ailswer.  No,  sir,  I  don't  think  I  have;  I  don't  think  I  ever  received 
10  per  cent,  commission  on  a  sailing  vessel. 
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Question.  I  do  not  ask  you  what  you  call  it,  but  have  you  not  re- 
si  ved  more  than  10  per  cent,  upon  the  earnings  of  a  vessel  while  she. 
'as  in  the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  never  have. 

Question.  Tun  are  confident  that  you  never  did  ? 

Answer.  I  am  pretty  confident  that  I  never  did. 

Question.  Tou  would  have  remembered  it  if  you  had  done  so — it 
rould  have  been  so  great  a  deviation  from  your  general  practice  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;- 1  think  so.  ^ 

Question.  What  was  the  largest  per  cent,  you  ever  received  on  any 
beamer  ? 

Answer.  7^  per  cent,  is  the  largest  I  have  received  on  the  steamer 
/olumbia.  1  chartered  her  for  $300,  and  rechartered  her  for  $360. 
'hat  I  don't  call  a  percentage.  I  got,  over  and  above  the  price  I  was 
>  pay,  $50  a  day.     8he  was  then  the  cheapest  boat  on  the  list  by  $150 

day.  The  same  class  of  boats  in  New  York  and  Philadelphia  were 
harteped  at  |560. 

Question.  Are  you  willing  to  swear  that  these  lists  contain  a  true 
bstract  from  your  books  as  to  the  vessels  that  were  chartered  through 
our  hands  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir,  that  is  an  exact  copy;  they  have  a  similar  copy 
p  at  the  War  Department,  made  by  the  same  clerb.  I  told  him  to 
lake  out  an  exact  copy 

Question.  This,  you  say,  corresponds  exactly  to  the  copy  made  by 
our  clerk  for  the  War  Department  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  told  him  to  make  it  so  exactly;  I  waited  all 
iie  week  for  it;  I  set  him  to  work  at  it  Saturday  morning  when  I  went 
ack,  and  he  finished  it  last  night.  He  has  made  all  the  entries  on 
tie  books  and  attended  to  the  business. 

Question.  You  swear  that  these  contain  the  name,  tonnage,  or  bur- 
en,  rate  of  pay  per  month  or  day,  the  amount  of  charter  money  re- 
3ived,  and  the  per  cent,  received  by  you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  according  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief. 

Question.  And  that  you  have  no  knowledge  of  any^  other  vessels 
lat  have  been  chartered  by,  through,  or  under  your  direction,  except 
lose  named  here? 

Answer.  That  don't  embrace  the  vessels  I  chartered  for  the  Burn- 
de  water  expedition;  I  had  no  account  of  them;  I  chartered  about 
m  vessels  for  that  for  Mr.  Brant;  no  account  is  made  of  that. 

Question.  Then  I  understand  that  this  does  not  embrace  all  the- 
easels  that  you  have  chartered  ? 

Answer.  It  embraces  everything  except  those  few  vessels  I  chartered 
)  Mr.  Brant  for  the  water  expedition;  I  kept  no  account  of  that.  The 
larters  were  in  his  own  name. 

Question.  When  was  that? 

Answer.  Last  winter,  a  year  ago. 

Question.  Was  the  Rumsey  one  of  them  ? 

Atiswer.  No,  sir;  the  Bumsey  went  down  to  take  forage  to  General 
urnside  after  he  left. 
Question.  Was  the  Ward  ? 

Answer.  The  Ward  went  down  to  take  forage  for  that  expedition* 


164  TESTIMONY. 

^^uestion.  Yon  chartered  them  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  charter  the  Ward? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  charter  them  just  as  you  did  the  others  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  There  was  an  agreement  that  you  should  take  commission 
on  them  ? 

Answer.  One  of  them  has  paid  me  four  months'  commission;  that 
is  all  I  have  received. 

Question.  Did  you  send  any  others  down  there  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  that  went  down  with  forage. 

Question.  About  8  or  10  that  you  chartered,  besides  these,  do  not  ap- 
pear on  these  lists  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  I  think  about  8  or  10. 

Question.  Can  you  not.remember  some  others? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  don't  think  there  are  any  others? 

Question.  What  per  cent,  did  you  get  on  them  ? 

Answer.  2^  per  cent.  When  the  McClellan  expedition  started  I 
commenced  keeping  a  list  of  everything  I  chartered  ;  keeping  books 
expressly  for  it,  and  a  clerk  entered  up  every  charter-party. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  many  vessels  for  the  Burnside  expedition? 

Answer.  Not  any  ;  only  my  two. 

Question.  Were  any  of  these  vessels  you  chartered  to  the  govern- 
ment for  general  purposes  used  for  the  Burnside  expedition? 

Answer.  I  think  not ;  I  don't  remember  of  any  of  them. 

I  wish  to  state  that  I  have  in  all  cases  stated  to  the  owners  or  agents 
of  all  vessels  and  steamers  1  have  chartered  to  the  government  that 
1  was  no  government  agent,  and  act«d  only  as  agent  for  them.  That 
I  received  no  pay  from  the  government,  and  should  charge  them  five 
per  cent,  commission  on  the  amount  they  received  under  any  charter  [ 
might  effect  with  the  government  for  them. 

I  wish  further  to  state  that  I  have  paid  no  more  for  any  vessel  or 
flteamer  than  I  was  instructed  to  pay  by  officers  ot  the  government ; 
And  in  all  cases,  before  the  vessel  or  steamer  was  taken  by  the  govern- 
ment, the  price  and  particulars  were  named,  and  if  they  suited  them, 
tshe  was  taken  by  the  proper  officer  of  the  government. 

I  further  state  that  all  steamers  taken  by  the  government  in  Balti- 
more through  me  have  been  in  better  condition  and  less  expensive  to 
the  government  to  keep  them  in  repair,  and  have  been  chartered  at  a 
rate  twenty  per  cent,  less  than  that  paid  for  boats  of  the  same  capacity 
for  carrying  freight  and  troops  in  other  cities,  as  will  be  seen  by  refer- 
ence to  charter-parties  now  on  file  in  the  War  Department. 

I  further  state  that  I  have  devoted  my  whole  time  and  that  of  three 
clerks,  day,  night,  and  Sundays,  for  the  last  fifteen  months,  to  the 
service  in  fitting  out  vessels  and  steamers  and  in  getting  them  ready 
to  leave  promptly  after  they  have  been  chartered  to  the  government, 
for  which  I  haVe  not  received  one  cent  from  the  government  in  com- 
pensation. 

A.  C.  HALL. 
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Washington,  Friday,  January  9,  1 863. 
Charles  Coblbns,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Eocamined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  Where  were  you  born  ? 

Answer.  In  Prussia. 

Question.  When  were  you  born  ? 

Answer.  In  1814. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  this  country  ? 

Answer.  Since  1839. 

Question.  Where  did  you  live  before  this  war  broke  out  ? 

Answer.  Baltimore. 

Question.  What  business  have  you  been  engaged  in  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  in  the  horse  business  in  Baltimore. 

Question.  What  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 

Answer.  Buying  and  selling  horses. 

Question.  Has  that  been  your  entire  business  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  did  you  come  to  get  out  of  the  horse  business  into 
the  boat  business  ? 

Answer.  We  could  not  make  anything  out  of  the  horse  business  at 
all.     There  was  nothing;  I  had  to  do  something  to  make  a  living. 

Question.  What  was  the  first  vessel  that  you  became  interested  in  ? 

Answer.  The  tug-boat  S.  H.  Haswell. 

Question.  Did  you  buy  her  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   Of  whom? 

Answer.  Of  a  man  named  Johnson. 

Question.  Where  does  he  live  ? 

Answer.  In  Baltimore. 

Question.  When  did  you  buy  her  ? 

Answer.  It  has  been  some  time  ago. 

Question.  How  long  ago  ? 

Answer.   I  suppose  it  has  been  about  five  or  six  months  ago. 

Question.  What  did  you  pay  for  her  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  paid  $3,000. 

Question.  Don' t  you  know  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  don't  know  exactly  how  much.  I  think  it  was 
about  $3, 000. 

Question.  Why  do  you  not  know  exactly  ? 

Answer.  I  got  several  others,  you  see. 

Question.  Did  you  buy  several  others  at  the  same  time  that  you 
bought  this  of  Johnson  ? 

Answer.  I  did,  shortly  afterwards. 

Question.  When  you  bought  her,  did  you  not  know  for  how  much  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  it  was  $3,000.  I  would  not  swear  for  certain. 
I  believe  that  was  about  it. 
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Question.  How  did  you  pay  for  it  ? 

Answer.  I  paid  him  in  cash. 

Question.   All  in  cash  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  In  money  or  a  check  ? 

Answer.  Money. 

Question.  Did  you  buy  any  other  of  Johnson  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  What  did  you  mean  by  saying  that  you  bought  several 
others  at  the  same  time  of  him  ? 

Answer.  A  few  days  afterwards — not  of  Johnson. 

Question.  Why  are  you  not  able  to  state  the  exact  amount? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  about  $3, 000. 

Question.  That  is  very  indefinite  ? 

Answer.  That  is  as  near  as  I  can  recollect. 

Question.  Who  bought  her  for  you? 

Answer.  I  bought  her  through  Mr.  A.  C.  Hall. 

Question.  What  did  he  charge  you  as  commission? 

Answer.  He  did  not  charge  me  anything.  She  was  in  charter.  All 
he  wanted  was  five  per  cent,  on  the  charter. 

Question.  Is  she  in  the  government  employ  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  long  since  she  ceased  to  be  employed  by  govern- 
ment ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  she  has  been  out  of  employment  about  a  month. 

Question.  When  did  the  government  discharge  her? 

Answer.  They  discharged  her  last  month. 

Question.  What  day  last  month  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  between  the  20th  of  December  and  the  first 
of  January,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect,  when  she  was  discharged. 

Question.  Was  it  nearer  the  first  of  January  than  the  20th  .of  De- 
cember ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  about  half-way  between. 

Question.  About  the  25th  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  so. 

Question.  That  is  the  best  of  your  judgment;  that  she  was  dis- 
charged on  the  25th  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  she  chartered  to  the  government  when  you  bought 
her? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  had  she  been  chartered  by  ?  Who  was  receiving 
the  money  that  she  earned  from  the  government  at  the  time  vou 
bought  her  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  Mr.  Johnson  was. 

Question.  Did  you  agree  at  the  time  you  bought  her  to  pay  Mr. 
Hall  any  per  cent,  upon  the  earnings  of  the  vessel,  so  long  as  she 
remained  in  the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  I  agreed  to  pay  him  five  per  cent. 
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Question.  During  the  whole  time  that  she  might  remain  in  the  em- 
ployment of  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  paid  him  that  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  did  you  pay  him  ? 

Answer.  I  paid  him  as  fast  as  I  collected  the  money. 

Question.  How  much  was  she  chartered  to  the  government  for  ? 

Answer.    Forty  dollars  a  day. 

Question.  You  paying  the  expenses  ? 

Answer.  I  paid  the  crew. 

Question.  How  much  did  she  cost  to  run  her  per  day  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  she  cost  about  $15,  and  n^ore,  too,  may  be*.  I 
don't  know  exactly. 

Question.  How  long  was  she  in  the  employ  of  the  government  after 
you  owned  her? 

Answer.  From  the  time  I  bought  her  until  last  month.  I  bought 
her  about  five  or  six  months  ago,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect.  I  sup- 
pose she  was  used  for  six  months  by  government — ^between  five  and 
six  months. 

Question.  She  cost  you  ^3, 000,  and  was  under  a  charter  yielding  you 
$40  a  day  for  six  months  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then  in  the  six  months  she  yielded  you  over  $7,000  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not  made  any  calculation  of  what  she  made. 

Question.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  the  steamboat  Balti« 
more  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  own  her  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  own  part  of  her. 

Question.  How  much  did  she  cost? 

Answer.  I  paid,  I  think,  $21,500. 

Question.  Was  she  in  the  employment  of  the  government  then  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  she  was. 

Question.  When  did  you  buy  her  ? 

Answer.  We  bought  her.  I  suppose,  about  five  months  ago.  I  am 
not  certain. 

Question.  Who  did  you  buy  her  of? 

Answer.  Of  Friend,  Rickett  &  Co. 

Question.  How  much  was  she  chartered  at  per  day  ? 

Answer.  At  $250  a  day. 

Question.  Who  were  the  owners  besides  you  ? 

Answer.  A  man  named  John  F.  Pickrell;  he  lives  in  Baltimore. 

Question.  Who  else  ? 

Answer.  A  man  named  McFarlane;  he  owns  one-fourth. 

Question.  Have  you  named  all  the  owners  of  the  steamer  Baltimore? 

Answer.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Bell  also. 

Question.  Is  McFarlane  one  of  the  clerks  of  Colonel  Belger  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Que8tiou.  Is  he  still  interested  in  the  boat  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  he  still  a  clerk  there  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  whether  he  is  or  not. 

Question.  When  did  you  last  see  him  in  Colonel  Belger's  oflSce? 

Answer.  He  has  been  out  of  Colonel  Belger  s  oflSce  for  some  six 
or  eight  weeks. 

Question.  Where  is  he  ? 

Answer.  At  the  Capitol,  I  believe — in  the  prison. 

Question.  Is  the  Baltimore  still  in  the  eq^ployment  of  the  govern- 
ment ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Where? 

Answer.  She  runs  from  Baltimore  to  Beaufort. 

Question.  Do  you  own  the  steamboat  Edwin  Forrest  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  for  her  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  she  cost  me  $5, 000— between  $4, 500  and  $5, 000. 

Question.  Is  she  still  in  the  employment  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  an 

Question.  At  how  much  a  day  ? 

Answer.  At  $40  «  day. 

Qnp«tion.  Do  y^"*^  own  the  Fairy  Queen? 

^iTid<r  .1,.  Ai  bow  much  is  she  chartered? 
ir^c^ver.   A-$4riAday. 
.»,..wr -.Ti.  ^  hJii  did  she  cost? 
,  ^.^v^r.  K(*fi^w«  $4,000  and  $4,500. 
h    r«r  ^%^i  know  the  Lioness? 

Shr  ivknigs  to  me. 
^    Khfcudid  she  cost  you? 
:  fhuX  ^Jie  cost  $5,000. 

f«Mi  twuch  is  she  yielding  you? 
^lu  ^^?^  $45  a  day. 
,    ^iv'  v^j*mes  Murray  ? 
^'\yi  Jaiuos  Murray  is  down  at  Hatteras  inlet.     I  paid 
VI.      I  own  three-fourths  of  her. 
*  h>  vou  own  the  Telegraph  ? 
"^   >.  >^r* 
K»v^  much  did  she  cost  you? 

u  it  t  know  what  she  cost  us.     I  think  she  stood  us,  by 
,  v^v  itc  out,  $6,000;  I  am  not  sure  of  it.     That  is  as  near 

V    :k>w  much  is  she  chartered  ? 
^N  i»v»vs  $125  a  day. 

(.  u  much  does  it  cost  you  to  run  her? 
NL'v  vVv<t5i  a  good  deal  to  run  her. 

iov>  much  were  you  worth  when  this  war  began,  or  one 


i.'»>.. 


,  TESTIMONY,  169 

Answer.  I  suppose  I  was  worth  about  from  $15,000  to  $20,000. 

Question.  In  what  did  you  have  it  invested? 

Answer.  I  dealt  in  horses. 

Question.  In  what  way  did  you  have  the  $15,000  that  you  were 
worth  invested  ? 

Answer.  I  had  a  good  deal  of  money. 

Question.  Where  did  you  keep  it — where  was  it  deposited? 

Answer.  I  kept  some  of  it  at  home,  and  some  of  it  in  bank. 

Question.  How  much  had  you  in  bank  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  indeed. 

Question.   Can  you  not  estimate  it  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  guess  how  much.  Sometimes  I  had  right  smart; 
at  other  times  not  so  much. 

Question.  Who  is  interested  in  these  tug-boats  with  you  ? 

Answer.  John  P.  Pickrell  is  interested  in  all  of  them. 

Question.   Who  else  is  interested  in  them  ? 

Answer.  The  James  Murray,  the  captain  owns  one-fourth  of  her. 

Question.  Is  anybody  else  interested  in  her? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  paying  Hall  five  per  cent,  on  the  earnings  of  all 
these  vessels? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Why  do  you  do  that  ? 

Answer.  The  boats  were  all  chartered  when  I  bought  them,  and  he 
got  it  before,  and  that  was  his  contract. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  he  divides  his  per  cent,  with? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  any  idea  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  him  say  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.       # 

Question.  Did  you  ever  pay  or  give  any  present  or  sum  of  money 
to  any  person  who  was  in  the  employment  of  the  government,  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  him  to  aid  you  in  getting  a  charter  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  pay  any  money  or  make  any  present  to  any 
clerk  in  Major  Belger's  oflSce  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     I  paid  one  for  the  use  of  his  money. 

Question.  Who  was  that  ?  , 

Answer.  McParlane. 

Question.  How  much  money  did  you  use  of  his  ? 

Answer.  I  owed  him  one  week  $5, 500.  I  had  the  money  oflF  and 
on.     I  borrowed  it  of  him. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  him  ? 

Answer.  I  just  lumped  it. 

Question.  What  did  you  give  him  ? 

Answer.  I  gave  him  $225. 

Question.  Was  that  the  most  you  ever  paid  him  at  one  time  ? 

Answer.   That  was  all  I  ever  gave  him. 
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QaestioD.    When  did  you  first  know  McFarlane? 

Answer.   I  got  acqaainted  with  him  at  the  oflSce. 

Question.    How  long  had  he  been  in  Colonel  Belger's  office? 

Answer.    I  don't  know. 

Question.    How  did  he  make  his  money? 

Answer.    I  don't  know. 

Question.    Where  does  he  belong? 

Answer.    I  don't  know.     I  believe  he  belonged  in  New  York. 

Question.   Who  brought  him  to  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.    I  don't  know,  indeed. 

*  Question.    Have  you  sold  any  horses  to  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  have  not.  I  sold  them  a  few  at  first,  in  the 
beginning. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  any  sum  of  money  or  any  percentage 
to  any  other  person  than  Hall  ? 

Answer.    No,  sir. 

Question.    Have  you  ever  promised  to  do  so  ? 

Answer.    No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  consider  yourself  under  any  obligation,  moral  or 
otherwise,  to  do  so? 

.Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.    Has  Hall  ever  charged  you  more  than  five  per  cent.? 

Answer.    He  has  not. 

Question.  Havq  you  ever. had  the  amounts  due  you  from  the  gov- 
ernoient  on  your  charter-parties  discounted  by. any  one? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  borrowed  money  and  I  gave  the  charter-par- 
ties  for  security  at  the  Citizens'  Bank  of  Baltimore. 

Question.    Did  you  ever  borrow  any  money  of  Mr.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  borrow  any  money  from  anybody  except  from 
the  Citizens'  Bank  of  Baltimore? 

Answer.    Yes,  sir. 

Question.   Who? 

Answer.  A  man  named  Solomon  Schwap  I  owe  $4,000  to;  to  a  man 
named  Spriggs  I  owe  $8,000.  I  borrowed  it  of  him ;  and  I  owe  about 
$60,000  now  in  the  Citizens'  Bank  of  Baltimore.  I  have  got  my 
charter-parties  all  there  for  securities  in  the  Citizens'  Bank  of  Balti- 
more. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  tugs,  while  in  the  employment  of  the 
government,  being  used  to  tow  vessels  for  private  parties? 

Answer.    No,  sir. 

Question.    Have  you  any  real  estate  in  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  bought  80  acres  of  land,  with  a  house,  &c.,  the  other  day, 
a  few  miles  from  Baltimore,  for  $15,000.  It  is  a  very  nice  place.  I 
have  also  three  houses  in  Baltimore.    I  have  had  them  for  a  long  time. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  How  loog  have  you  been  living  in  Bal- 
timore ? 

Answer.    Since  1851.     I  think  I  moved  there  then. 


TE8TIMONT.  171 

Qnestion.  Had  you  any  acquaintance  with  commerce,  boats,  ships, 
or  anything  of  the  sort,  before  you  went  into  it  five  or  six  months  ago? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  the  man  who  is  in  it  with  me,  Mr.  Pickrell,  was 
acquainted  with  it. 

Question.    Were  you  in  company  with  him  ? 

Answer.    Yes,  sir. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  Were  you  in  company  with  him  in 
the  horse  business? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  You  formed  a  company  with  him  to  buy 
and  run  boats  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  your  purpose  to  buy  the  boats  in  order  to  charter 
them  to  the  government? 

Answer.  I  would  not  buy  any  boats  without  the  charter  was  already 
made. 

Question.    How  much  in  all  have  you  expended  for  boats? 

Answer.    I  have  not  made  any  estimate  at  alL 

Question.    Do  you  not  know? 

Answer.    No,  sir;  I  don't  know  how  much  I  have  invested  in  boats. 

Question.    Can  you  not  tell  pretty  nearly  ? 

Answer.    Well,  if  I  could  figure  it,  I  might. 

Question.  Have  you  never  figured  up  to  see  what  your  purchases 
were  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.    Who  keeps  the  accounts  of  your  concern  ? 

Answer.   We  have  a  clerk. 

Question.    You  have  no  idea  of  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  am  not  a  scholar.  I  can  neither  read  nor 
write.  I  can  write  my  own  name.  I  can  write  German  and  read, 
but  I  can't  English. 

Question.  Have  you  any  idea  whether  you  have  bought  $25,000, 
or  $50,000,  or  $75,000  worth? 

Answer.   Well,  I  suppose  the  amount  of  $50,000  or  $75,000  worth. 

Question.   Was  your  partner  a  man  of  means? 

Answer.   He  has  some  means. 

Question.   How  much  T 

Answer.  I  don't  know  Ifow  much. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  What  business  had  he  been  engaged 
in  before  he  joined  you  ? 

Answer.  I  don' t  know.  I  believe  he  has  been  in  the  commission 
business. 

Question.   Did  you  know  him  well  previously  ? 

Answer.    I  had  a  recommendation  of  him. 

Question.  Who  recommended  him  to  you? 

Answer.  Well,  there  was  some  one;  I  don't  know  who  now — some, 
friend  of  his. 

Question.  Was  he  a  friend  of  yours  ? 

Answer.  I  knew  the  man. 
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QuestioD.  You  merely  koew  him  ? 

Answer.  I  merely  knew  him. 

Question.  So  you  formed  a  partnership  with  him  upon  that  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  money  did  he  put  into  the  concern;  do  you 
know? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  indeed  I  don't.  The  way  we  do,  I  pay  him  so 
much  money  and  he  puts  the  balance  to  it. 

Question.  You  pay  who  so  much  money  ? 

Answer.  Pickrell.  I  sometimes  give  him  money.  I  pay  him  money 
and  he  disburses  it. 

Question.  (By  Mr.  Morrill.)  He  is  the  business  partner  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  In  whose  name  are  the  boats  held  7 

Answer.  In  my  name. 

Question.  In  your  individual  name  or  yours  and  your  partner's? 

Answer.  My  name. 

Question.   What  is  that  for  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  had  the  most  means,  I  suppose;  I  had  the  most 
money. 

Question.  Had  he  any  ? 

Answer.  He  had  some  money;  I  don't  know  how  much. 

Question.  If  you  do  not  know  how  much  he  had,  how  do  you  know 
that  you  had  the  most  ? 

Answer.  He  told  me  I  had  the  most,  and  I  could  raise  money.  I 
could  raise  more  money  than  he  could;  I  had  better  credit.  I  could 
go  to  the  Citizens'  Bank  and  borrow.     I  had  once  owed  over  $100,000. 

Question.  What  security  did  you  give  ? 

Answer.  Sometimes  I  gave  them  all  these  papers  for  my  boats; 
that  is  all  the  security  I  ever  gave  them. 

Question.  Did  you  purchase  that  land  for  yourself  or  him? 

Answer.  For  myself. 

Question.  (By  the  chairman.)  How  old  is  your  partner,  Mr.  Pick- 
rell? 

Answer.  I  don't  know;  about  forty. 

Question.  Did  he  come  from  New  York  to  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  he  used  to  live  in  Baltimore. 

Question.  Is  he  a  native  of  Baltimore  ?  * 

Answer.  I  think  he  is  a  native  of  Georgetown.  I  don't  know  how 
long  he  has  lived  in  Baltimore. 

Question.  When  did  you  first  see  him  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  it  is  going  on  three  years  since. 

Question.   What  business  was  he  then  in  ? 

Answer.   In  the  commission  business. 

Question.  With  whom? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.  He  used  to  keep  a  mill — a  flour-grinding 
mill.  I  have  always  had  pretty  good  credit.  I  lived  ten  years  in 
Ohio,  and  I  could  get  along  there.  I  was  an  honest  man.  An  honest 
man  can  get  along  almost  anywhere: 
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Question.  Can  you  not  recollect  the  man  who  recommended  you  to 
go  into  partnership  with  Mr.  Pickroll  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  no  idea  who  he  is  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.   Did  you  never  hoar  how  much  money  he  was  worth  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  And  you  have  no  idea  how  much  he  put  into  the  concern  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  It  might  have  been  $5,000  or  $2,500? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   Just  as  likely  to  be  one  as  the  other  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     I  know  he  had  some  money. 

Question.  Is  it  just  as  likely  that  he  put  $1,000  into  your  concern 
as  $50,000? 

Answer.  I  know  he  had  a  good  deal  more  than  $1,000. 

Question.  Will  you  please  to  answer  my  question? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  whether  I  can  answer  your  question  or  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  else  chartering  any  vessels  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  of  any  other  man  chartering  vessels  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  whether  any  more  were  chartered  in 
Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  know  of  none  being  chartered  in  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Has  the  government  employed  any  other  vessels  but 
yours  at  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know,  sir;  I  never  inquired  much  into  this  busi- 
ness. 

Question.  You  never  have  heard  of  any  being  chartered  there  ex- 
cept yours  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Either  this  year  or  last  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  have  not. 

Question.   Who  signed  these  charter-parties  of  yours  ? 

Answer.  Some  are  signed  by  Captain  Hodges,  of  New  York;  most 
of  them  are. 

Question.  Who  signed  the  others  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  there  is  one  or  two  signed  by  Colonel  Belger. 

Question.  Are  they  transferred  to  you  in  any  way  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  By  whom  ? 

Answer.  The  owners  who  owned  the  boats. 

Question.  How  much  money  did  you  pay  down  when  they  were 
transferred  ? 

Answer.  I  generally  tried  to  make  arrangements  to  pay  all  down. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  to  Mr.  Hall  when  they  were 
transferred  ? 
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Answer.  I  did  not  pay  Mr.  Hall  anything. 

Question.  How  much  have  you  paid  Mr.  Hall  in  all  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know;  I  can't  tell. 

Question.  What  is  your  idea  about  it  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  tell.     I  swear  I  can't  tell. 

Question.  Have  yx)u  paid  him  $1,000? 

Answer.  0,  yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  paid  him  $2,000  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know,  sir,  indeed. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  you  paid  him  $1,000? 

Answer.  I  would  not  swear  for  certain. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  you  paid  him  anything  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  paid  him  five  per  cent,  upon  every  boat. 

Question.  Upon  the  gross  earnings  or  net  earnings  ? 

Answer.  I  get  so  much  for  the  boat  per  day,  and  I  pay  him  so 
much  on  what  I  get. 

Question.  Have  you  paid  anybody  else  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  not  paid  him  more  than  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Who  manages  the  boats?    Who  employs  the  men? 

Answer.   We  do. 

Question.  You  or  Mr.  Pickrell? 

Answer.  Sometimes  Pickrell  does,  sometimes  I  do,  but  he  does  the 
most. 

Question.  What  do  you  employ  yourself  about  ? 

Answer.  Well,  not  a  great  deal.     I  sit  there  in  the  office. 

Question.  WhatoflSce? 

Answer.   Our  oflSce. 

Question.  Where? 

Answer.  At  Smith's  wharf. 

Question.  Do  you  keep  a  span  of  horses  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  kept  a  span  of  horses? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  keep  one  horse. 

Question.  What  have  you  principally  used  him  for  this  leist  year  ? 

Answer.   0,  driving  about. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  put  him  under  the  control  of  any  man  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  held  him  subject  to  the  use  of  anybody  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  loaned  him,  sometimes,  to  my  friends. 

Question.  Who? 

Answer.  To  a  great  many  of  my  friends. 

Question.  To  any  person  in  the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  Colonel  Belger  has  used  it  some. 

Question.  Much? 

Answer.  Right  smart. 

Question.  Did  you  keep  him  subject  to  Colonel  Belger' s  order? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 
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Question.    Whenever   Colonel  Belger  wanted  a  horse  he  always 
could  get  him  of  yo j  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  if  I  had  him  handy,  anybody  could  use  him. 

Question.   Could  any  one  that  wanted  him  use  him  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir ;  any  of  my  friends.     Other  people  used  him 
more  than  I  did. 

Question.  Did  you  keep  a  horse  for  all  your  friends  ? 

Answer.  I  kept  him  for  myself,  but  they  came  and  asked  for  him. 

Question.  Did  you  not  keep  him  in  front  of  Colonel  Belger' s  office? 

Answer.  I  kept  him  right  smart  there. 

Question.  Subject  to  Colonel  Belger' s  order? 

Answer.   Whenever  he  wanted  him  he  took  him. 

Question.  And  whenever  he   wanted  it,  you  got  on  apd  drove  oflF 
with  him  ? 

Answer.  Sometimes. 

Question.  Did  he  not  always  do  so?     Did  you  ever  refuse  him  ? 

Answer.  I  have.     I  have  not  used  my  horse  for  the  last  two  months. 

Question.  You  have  not  used  him  since  the  examination  began  to 
be  made  into  this  matter  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  sent  him  out  to  my  place. 

Question.  You  sent  him  out  when  the  War  Department  began  to 
investigate  aflFairs  up  there  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  about  two  months  ago  I  sent  him  out  to  ray  farm. 
The  horse  was  sore,  and  wanted  rest. 

Question.    You  do  not  know  whether  anybody  else  has  paid  five 
per  cent.? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  It  is  generally  true,  though? 

Answer.  They  generally  charge  five  per  cent. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  whether  any  other  vessels  have  been 
chartered  there  or  not  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Either  by  Hall  or  Belger  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  whether  any  vessels  are  in  Baltimore 
harbor  or  not,  do  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  whether  there  are  any  vessels  in  the 
harbor  there  or  not  ? 

Answer.    I  see  some  vessels  lying  there,  but  I  don't  know  whose 
they  are,  or  what  vessels  they  are. 

Question.  Who  have  you  been  talking  to  in  regard  to  your  testi- 
mony here  ? 

Answer.  Nobody. 

Question.    Who  besides  Hall  told  you  what  you  should  swear  to 
when  you  came  before  this  committee  ? 
Answer.  Nobody  told  me. 

Question.    Do  you  say  you  never  had  any  conversation  with  Hall 
in  res^ard  to  your  testimony  before  this  committee  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir. 

QuestioD.   You  never  mentioned  it? 

Anfiwer.  No,  sir.  • 

Question.  And  you  never  had  any  conversation  with  Major  Belger 
in  regard  to  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  in  Major  Belger' s  office  a  week  ago  last  Sunday? 

Answ^er.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  swear  positively  that  you  were  not  in  his  office 
or  house  a  week  ago  last  Sunday  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  swear  that  you  did  not  go  to  Major  Belger's 
office  to  ascertain  why  he  was  brought  down  here,  and  what  he  tes- 
tified to? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  didn't. 

Question.  Do  you  swear  positively  that  you  never  had  any  conver- 
sation at  all  in  regard  to  your  testimony  here? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  didn't. 

Question.  You  never  had  any  such  conversation  with  Mr.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  come  down  here  from  Baltimore  with  Mr.  Hall? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Did  you  khow  what  he  was  coming  for  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  know  what  you  were  coming  for  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.   Yet  you  never  exchanged  a  word  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  not  a  word. 

Question.  Then  how  did  you  know  what  he  was  coming  for? 

Answer.  Mr.  Hall  and  the  man  who  summoned  me  came  to  my  house 
last  night  together,  and  my  folks  told  me  Mr.  Hall  was  coming  here  ; 
and  that  Mr.  Hall  wanted  me  to  come  this  morning  at  eight  o'clock 

Question.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Hall  last  night  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  was  not  at  home.  He  and  the  officer  were 
there  last  night.  The  officer  did  not  know  where  I  lived.  I  was  not 
at  home. 

Question.  How  did  you  know  Mr.  Hall  wanted  you  to  come  down 
at  eight  o'  clock  ? 

Answer.  He  left  word  I  should  call  when  I  came  home.  When  I 
came  home  it  was  late.  This  morning  he  came  after  the  officer.  He 
asked  me  to  come  down  at  eight  o'clock.  He  had  to  come  over  here 
at  ten,  and  by  the  time  he  came  over  here  I  would  be  done,  and  got 
through,  and  he  would  not  lose  any  time. 

Question.  You  came  down  together,  and  came  from  the  depot  to 
the  Capitol,  here,  without  exchanging  a  word  as  to  wliat  you  were  to 
swear  to  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  we  did  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  been  sworn  in  regard  to  these  transactions 
before  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Qnestion.  Do  you  state  here  to-day,  on  your  oath,  that  you  have 
testified  here  to  just  what  you  testified  before  on  this  subject  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect. 

Question.  Are  these  vessels,  the  names  of  which  you  have  men- 
tioned, the  only  ones  in  which  you  are  interested — the  only  steam- 
boats you  have  ? 

Answer.  No,  pir  ;  Mr.  Pickrell  has  two  chartered— the  barge  Miss 
Mary  and  the  tug-boat  Lily. 

Question.  How  much  are  they  chartered  for? 

Answer.  The  barge  Miss  Mary  is  chartered  for  twenty-five  dollars 
a  day. 

Question.  How  long  ago  was  she  chartered  ? 

Answer.  She  has  been  chartered,  I  suppose,  about  six  weeks. 

Question.  Where  is  she  used  ? 

Answer.  She  is  used  down  at  Portress  Monroe. 

Question.  What  is  the  Lily  chartered  for  ? 

Answer.  Thirty-five  dollars. 

Question.  Where  is  she  used  7 

Answer.  She  is  down  at  Portress  Monroe. 

Question.  Who  chartered  them  ? 

Answer.   Colonel  Thomas,  at  Portress  Monroe. 

Question.  Do  you  pay  five  per  cent,  on  them  to  Mr.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  don't  pay  a  cent. 

Question.  To  whom  do  you  pay  the  five  per  cent,  on  them  ? 

Answer.  To  nobody. 

Question.  How  did  you  come  to  get  them  chartered  ? 

Answer.  They  wanted  the  barge  for  a  hospital  boat,  and  for  pris- 
oners. 

Question.  Who  were  they  chartered  to? 

Answer.  They  were  chartered  to  Captain  Hunt. 

Question.  Did  you  employ  any  broker  to  charter  them? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  a  man  of  family  ? 

Answer.  I  am. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  agree  to  pay  five  per  cent,  on  the 
earnings  of  your  vessels  to  Mr.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  Well,  he  got  it  before  I  bought  them,  sir. 

Washington,  Saturday^  January  10,  1863. 
Charles  Coblens,  recalled,  testified  further,  ab  follows  : 

Examined  by  the  chairman* 

Question.  Where  did  you  live  from  1839,  when  you  came  to  this 
country,  until  you  moved  to  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  lived  in  Ohio. 

Question.  Where  in  Ohio  ? 

Answer.  At  Marietta. 

Question.  In  what  business  were  you  there  engaged  ? 

Answer.  I  kept  a  store  there,  and  peddled,  and  I  bought  and  sold 
horses. 

Bep.  Com.  84 12 


178  TESTDfomr. 

Question.  What  did  you  peddle  ? 

Answer.  Notions  and  dry  goods.     . 

Question.  When  did  you  move  to  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  In  1851. 

Question.  Do  you  now  say  you  were  at  Colonel  Belger's  o£Bce  a 
week  ago  last  Sunday  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  before  this  time  given  testimony  or  made  an 
a£Sdavit  in  relation  to  these  transactions  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  swear  to  the  truth  then  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  as  near  as  I  knew  ;  as  ne^  as  I  could  recollect 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  government  contract  for  horses 
and  forage? 

Answer.  For  forage  I  did. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  sold  any  horses  to  any  government  con- 
tractors ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  sold  any  to  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  at  the  first  commencement  I  sold  them  some 
horses. 

Question.  How  many  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  How  much  did  the  government  pay  you  for  them^ 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  Oan  you  tell  neither  the  number  you  sold  nor  the  amount 
paid? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  In  what  year  did  you  make  the  contract  ? 

Answer.  It  was  in  1861. 

Question.  In  what  part  of  1861  ? 

Answer.  In  May  or  June. 

Question.  Who  did  you  sell  them  to  ? 

Answer.  Colonel  Belger. 

Question.  Was  the  number  enough  to  mount  one  company,  or  a 
regiment? 

The  Witness.  Does  it  take  a  thousand  for  a  regiment? 

The  Chaibman.  Yes,  sir. 

Answer.  No;  it  was  not  that  many. 

Question.  Was  it  fifty? 

Answer*  Yes,  sir.  . 

Question.  Was  it  five  hundred  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Four  hundred  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Three  hundred? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  can't  tell  you  how  many< 

Question.  For  what  price  did  you  sell  them  ? 

Answer.  From  one  hundred  and  fifteen  to  one  hundred  and  twenty- 
five  dollars. 
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Question.  Yon  did  not  sell  them  all  at  the  same  price  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Nor  at  the  same  time  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Where  did  yon  bny  them  ? 

Answer.  I  had  men  out  buying  through  the  country. 

Question.  How  much  forage  did  you  furnish  ? 

Answer.  I  don' t  know  how  much  I  furnished.     I  sold  them  hay,  and 
oats,  and  corn. 

Question.  What  did  you  sell  the  hay  for  ? 

The  Witness.  From  the  first  beginning  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir. 

Answer.  Seventeen  or  eighteen  dollars. 

Question.  What  at  the  close  7 

Answer.  Twenty-five. 

Question.  Where  did  you  buy  the  hay? 

Answer.  Some  in  New  York  ;  some  at  Baltimore. 

Question.  What  did  you  pay  ? 

Answer.  I  have  forgotten  what  I  paid. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  you  paid  for  any  of  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Who  was  interested  with  you  in  the  hay? 

Answer.  John  F.  Pickrell. 

Question.  Who  in  the  oats  ? 

Answer.  John  F.  Pickrell. 

Question.  Who  in  the  horses  7 

Answer.  Wheat  &  Scott,  horse-dealers. 

Question.  Was  anybody  else  7 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  anybody  any  commission  for  securing  the 
contracts? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  make  any  one  any  present  to  secure  a  contract  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  make  any  one  a  present  to  secure  an  examination 
or  inspection  of  the  horses  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     Do  you  mean  in  the  beginning  ? 

Question.  At  any  time.  Did  you  pay  anything  to  any  person  in 
the  employment  of  the  government  to  get  your  horses  to  pass  inspection? 

Answer.  I  will  tell  you  what  I  did.  Before  Colonel  Belger  com- 
menced buying  horses  his  inspector  came  to  me,  and  I  will  tell  you 
what  he  said.  I  bought  some  horses.  This  same  inspector  had 
bought  some  horses  in  Pennsylvania  ;  he  was  inspecting  in  Pennsyl- 
vania, in  Harrisburg  or  Lancaster,  I  don't  know  which  place,  and  he 
made  them  pay.  Well,  the  times  were  pretty  dull  with  ua.  He  said, 
"If  you  want  them  passed  you  have  got  to  pay  me  $2  50  a  head — 
if  you  want  to  do  the  business." 

Question.  Who  said  that  ? 

Answer.  The  inspector.  To  secure  the  trade  I  had  to  do  it.  Colonel 
Belger  bought  a  great  many  horses  of  individuals  at  that  time,  and 
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they  had  to  give  him  five  dollars  a  head.     That  is  about  all  the  com- 
mission I  paid. 

Question.  You  say  you  used  to  keep  a  horse  in  Baltimore  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  For  the  use  of  your  friends  ? 

Answer.  For  myself  and  the  friends  that  wanted  him. 

Question.  You  sent  him  away  a  month  or  six  weeks  ago? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  two  months  ago. 

Question.  What  kind  of  a  horse  was  it  ? 

Answer.  A  sorrel  horse. 

Question.  What  kind  of  a  buggy  was  it? 

Answer.  A  top  buggy. 

Question.  Look  at  that  man  who  is  acting  as  reporter  at  that  table, 
and  tell  me  if  you  did  not  carry  him,  a  week  ago  last  Sunday,  from 
Major  Belger's  office  to  the  depot  in  Baltimore  behind  that  same  horse 
that  you  swear  you  sent  away  two  months  ago. 

Answer.  I  recollect  the  gentleman.  I  saw  him  in  Baltimore,  but 
that  was  not  my  horse  ;  it  was  Mr.  Hall's  horse.  It  was  a  gray 
horse  in  a  top  buggy. 

Question.   How  came  you  to  drive  it? 

Answer.  I  drive  it  very  often.  It  was  not  me  that  took  him  down. 
I  think  I  took  him  down  two  or  three  months  ago. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  make  any  present  to  Colonel  Belger  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  swear  that  you  did  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  give  him  a  pair  of  epaulets? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  but  I  did  not  give  them  to  him  for  a  present. 
He  had  another  pair,  an  old  pair,  and  he  gave  me  them,  and  he  said 
whatever  they  fell  short  he  would  make  good. 

Question.  Have  you  not  sworn  that  you  made  him  a  present  of  a 
pair  of  epaulets  ? 

Answer.  I  swore  I  gave  him  a  pair.  I  offered  him  a  pair,  and  he 
said  he  would  not  take  them  without  I  took  the  old  ones,  and  what- 
ever they  fell  short  he  would  make  up  to  me. 

Question.  Has  he  made  that  up  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not  sold  them  yet. 

Question.  Are  you  going  to  sell  them  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  are  they  worth  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  How  much  were  those  worth  that  you  gave  him  ? 

Answer.  Sixty  dollars. 

Question.  Do  you  deal  in  second-hand  clothing? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  deal  in  second-hand  cast-oflF  epaulets  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  make  such  a  transaction  before  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  pay  Colonel  Belger  any  money? 
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Answer.  No,  sir.     I  bought  some  clothes  for  him. 

Question.  What  kind  of  clothes  ? 

Answer.  Good  clothes.  He  had  some  clothes  that  did  not  fit  him. 
I  had  some  of  them  fitted  for  me. 

Question.  What  did  you  do  with  them  ? 

Answer.  I  took  them  home  and  wore  them. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  pay  him  any  money  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  Colonel  Belger's  bills  for  him? 

Answer.  Only  one. 

Question.  How  Qiuch  was  that  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  forty  dollars. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  do  that? 

Answer.  He  told  me  I  should  pay  it,  and  he  would  refund  the 
money  to  me  at  the  end  of  the  mouth  or  the  beginning  of  the  next 
month. 

Question.  You  say  that  when  you  gave  your  testimony  before  you 
stated  the  truth.  I  hold  in  my  hand  your  affidavit  made  before  this 
examination  in  which  you  stated  that  you  had  paid  Major  Belger, 
directly  or  indirectly,  about  six  or  seven  hundred  dollars. 

Answer.  For  clothes. 

Question.  You  have  paid  him  in  clothes  ? 

Answer.  For  clothing  I  have  paid  him  the  money. 

Question.  Which  you  have  bought  of  him?  Are  those  clothes  he 
once  wore  ? 

Answer.  Some  he  never  wore.  They  did  not  fit  him  and  he  did 
not  like  them.     Some  he  never  wore. 

Question.  What  is  the  value  of  those  clothes  ? 

Answer.  I  don' t  know. 

Question.  What  do  you  estimate  them  at  ? 

Answer.  I  don' t  know. 

Question.  What  do  you  suppose  they  cost  him? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  Have  you  any  idea  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  happens  it  that  you  are  buying  six  or  seven  hun- 
dred dollars'  worth  of  clothing  of  Colonel  Belger  when  you  do  not 
know  anything  about  their  value  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not  bought  them  at  once.  I  did  not  buy  them  all 
at  one  time. 

Question.  But  you  have  bought  six  or  seven  hundred  dollars'  worth 
of  him? 
^  Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  anything  of  their  value  ? 

Answer.  Some  were  very  good,  some  were  not.  Some  were  as 
good  clothes  as  I  ever  wore  in  my  life. 

Question.  Has  he  ever  sold  clothes  to  anybody  else  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  Where  did  he  get  those  clothes  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 
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Question.  Were  they  presents  to  him  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  How  did  it  happen  that  you  always  could  get  access  to 
Colonel  Belper's  oflSce  ? 

Answer.  Well,  Colonel  Belger  has  used  my  buggy  right  smart 
Once  his  feet  were  sore  and  he  could  hardly  walk.  I  was  not  going 
to  stand  out  doors  when  he  wanted  my  buggy  and  services  to  wait  all 
day.     If  he  wanted  me  he  must  let  me  come  in  and  let  me  be  in. 

Question.  By  furnishing  your  horse  and  buggy  to  Colonel  Belger 
you  secured  admission  to  his  office  at  any  time  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  • 

Question.  When  other  people  were  excluded? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  way  I  got  my  admittance.  I  don't 
know  anything  about  other  people. 

Question.  When  he  rode  in  your  buggy  you  were  generally  driver? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  most  of  the  time. 

Question.  The  reason  you  submitted  to  this — the  reason  you  acted 
as  his  driver  and  furnished  his  team  was  to  secure  admission  to  his 
office  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  In  that  way  you  secured  yourself  in  getting  contracts? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  could  always  have  a  chance  to  talk  to  him  and  do 
your  business  with  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  no  more  than  anybody  else  in  his  office. 

Question.  What  advantage  was  it  to  you  ? 

Answer.  Because  I  could  go  in  and  see  him  and  take  him  out. 

Question.  What  advantage  was  that  ? 

Answer.  It  was  not  a  great  deal;  I  never  would  do  it  again. 

Question.  Was  your  horse  generally  at  the  door  of  Colonel  Belger? 

Answer.  Not  generally;  he  was  there  most  of  the  time  though. 

Question.  You  were  generally  about  yourself,  also,  were  you  not? 

Answer.  If  I  had  nothing  to  do  at  home  I  was. 

Question.  You  were  generally  inside,  except  when  you  drove  Col- 
onel Belger  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not  always  inside. 

Question.  But  most  of  the  time  ? 

Answer.  I  was  there  very  often. 

Question.  You  did  that  for  the  sake  of  getting  to  talk  to  Colonel 
Belger  and  his  clerks  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  could  not  talk  to  them  much. 

Question.  You  had  some  purpose  ? 

Answer.  I  wanted  to  go  in  and  see  him  sometimes. 

Question.  That  was  the  reason  you  kept  that  buggy  there  and  car- 
ried him  out? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  not  think  that  your  enjoying  this  privilege  made 
the  other  contractors  a  little  jealous  of  you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  there  is  where  the  whole  thing  was;  that  was 
what  made  jealousy. 
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Question.  Yon  did  this  to  enable  yon  to  make  bargains  and  con- 
tracts with  Colonel  Belger  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  he  tolerated  you,  or  allowed  it,  because  of  your 
furnishing  these  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  he  permitted  me  in  his  room  or  oflSce. 

Question.  Who  did  you  purchase  the  Baltimore  of? 

Answer.  Friend,  Rickett  &  Co. 

Question.  For  how  much  ? 

Answer.  I  think  she  was  $21,500,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect. 

Question.  What  did  you  charter  her  for  ? 

Answer.  She  was  chartered. 

Question.  At  what  rate  7 

Answer.  Two  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  a  day. 

Question.  Who,  besides  you,  are  now  interested  in  her  ? 

Answer.  W.  W.  McFarlane  owns  one-fourth  of  her. 

Question.  Was  he  the  clerk  of  Colonel  Belger  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  A  man  named  Bell,  at  Fortress  Monroe,  owns 
one-fifth  of  her;  I  and  John  F.  Pickrell  own  the  other  part. 

Question.  Is  the  title  in  McFarlane  or  in  his  wife  7 

Answer.  In  his  wife. 

Question.  Why  is  that? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  indeed. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Bell  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  did  you  get  acquainted  with  him  ? 

Answer.  Down  at  Fortress  Monroe. 

Question.  Did  you  get  acquainted  with  him  before  you  bought  the 
Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  Yes;  long  before. 

Question.  How  came  he  to  be  interested  in  her  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Captain  Hunt? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  come  to  you  and  ask  you  to  let  Bell  in? 

Answer.  Captain  Hunt  came  to  me;  I  wanted  to  buy  the  boat 
about  a  month  before,  but  was  afraid;  Captain  Hunt  is  a  very  good 
judge  of  a  boat.  I  saw  him  in  Baltimore  and  asked  him  about  the  Bal- 
timore; I  asked  him  what  kind  of  a  boat  she  was.  He  said,  **  She  is  a 
very^ood  boat,  and  if  you  buy  her  I  will  find  a  man  will  take  one- 
fifth  in  her.''  I  asked,  **  What  price?"  He  stated  the  price,  and  I 
bought  her  for  $500  less.  When  we  bought  her  we  gave  $29,500  for 
her,  I  believe,  but  there  was  one  month's  charter  due  to  her. 

Question.  So  that  she  cost  you  $21,000? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  that  would  be  $21,500. 

Question.  Has  Bell  ever  paid  you  for  his  interest  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Bell,  then,  owns  one-fifth,  and  he  has  never  paid  any- 
thing? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 
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Question.  Has  he  any  writing  to  show  that  he  owns  one-fifth  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  deliver  that  to  Bell  or  Hunt  ? 

Answer.  I  sent  it  to  Bell;  he  wrote  to  me  that  I  should  send  the 
bill  of  sale  down,  and  he  would  send  me  up  the  money;  I  did  so,  but 
I  never  got  the  money. 

Question.  How  long  ago  was  this  ? 

Answer.  It  was  a  few  weeks  after  I  bought  her. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  known  Bell  ? 

Answer.  It  is  going  on  two  years. 

Question.  Where  did  you  first  know  him  ? 

Answer.  Down  at  Fortress  Monroe. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  known  Hunt  ? 

Answer.  About  the  same  time. 

Question.  Is  Hunt  an  employ^  of  the  government? 

Answer.  I  d(m'  t  know  whether  he  is  employed  by  the  government 
or  not.  He  is  in  the  same  kind  of  business  that  Mr.  Hall  does;  he 
attends  to  the  boats  down  there. 

Question.  Does  he  charter  boats  ? 

Answer.   I  don't  know  whether  he  does  or  not. 

Question.  Does  he  get  a  percentage  on  the  charters  of  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  That  is  the  business  Mr.  Hall  does,  is  it  not? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Does  not  Hunt  do  the  same  ? 

Answer.  I  donH  know  whether  he  gets  a  commission  or  not;  he 
attends  to  the  boats. 

Question.  Does  he  buy  boats,  or  get  commissions? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Then  he  does  not  do  the  same  kind  of  business  that  Hall 
does? 

Answer.  He  orders  them  about,  and  sees  where  they  will  be  wanted; 
that  is  all  I  know  about  it;  I  have  heard  him  order  them. 

Question.  Has  not  the  Baltimore  paid  for  herself  by  this  time  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  so. 

Question.  There  is  really  nothing  due  from  Bell,  then? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  whether  there  is  or  not. 

Question.   Is  not  his  proportion  paid  for  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Paid  for  by  the  proceeds  of  the  charter-party  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  if  I  had  known  he  would  not  send  me  the  money, 
I  would  not  have  sent  him  the  bill  of  sale  down. 

Question.  Is  Hunt  harbor-master  down  there  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  make  him  any  presents  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.   What? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  whether  you  would  call  it  a  present. 

Question.  Did  you  give  him  two  horses  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     Let  me  explain.     He  wrote  to  me  first  that  I 
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sbonld  send  him  a  family  horse,  and  I  sent  him  one.  Well,  after  he 
had  had  that  horse  a  while,  he  said  I  should  send  him  a  match  to  him. 
But  the  second  horse  I  did  not  intend  to  give  him  at  all,  and  I  don't 
know  yet  whether  I  will  or  not.  I  have  not  received  anything  for 
him,  and  he  didn't  say  anything  about  him  at  all  since. 

Question.  How  came  McFarlane  to  be  interested  in  the  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  McFarlane  told  me  if  he  could  get  hold  of  the  boat 
he  would  take  an  interest  in  her. 

Question.  Was  he  then  a  clerk  of  Colonel  Belger? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  hd  ever  pay  for  his  interest  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  did  it  anlount  to  ? 

Answer.  Five  thousand  and  odd  dollars.  He  gave  me  a  certificate 
of  deposit  on  Robert  Turner  for  the  balance  of  the  money. 

Question.  Have  you  said  anything  about  the  tug-boat  Cecil  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  she  is  sunk;  she  is  out  of  service.  She  cost  us 
$10,000  or  $11,000  to  repair  her.  They  sunk  her  down  between 
Fortress  Monroe  and  Norfolk. 

Question.  Do  you  know  George  M.  Lamb  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  he  a  clerk  of  Colonel  Belger  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     He  is  now  over  at  the  Old  Capitol,  (prison.) 

Question.  What  presents  have  you  made  to  him  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  I  made  presents  to  him  to  the  amount  of  be- 
tween two  and  three  hundred  dollars. 

Question.  You  gave  it  to  him  because  you  thought  it  would  be  of 
advantage  to  you  in  the  transaction  of  your  business  ? 

Answer.  I  gave  it  to  him  so  I  could  get  my  contracts  filled  up 
rapidly;  because  Colonel  Belger  took  off  $800  on  164  tons  of  hay 
which  he  would  not  take  when  I  was  ready  to  deliver  it,  but  he  took 
it  when  hay  got  yp  to  $25  a  ton,  and  I  thought  if  this  thing  should 
hang  in  that  way  it  would  not  do. 

Question.  You  got  that  fixed  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  that  contract. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Alexander  H.  Miller  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  pay  him  anything  ? 

Answer.  I  gave  him  a  suit  of  clothes;  that  I  did  as  a  charitable  act. 
He  never  did  anything  for  me  whatever. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  McFarlane  ? 

Answer.  Two  hundred  and  twenty-five  dollars. 

Question.  That  was  for  his  assistance  rendered  to  you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  That  was  while  he  was  in  Colonel  Belger' s  office? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Wm.  T.  Bixler  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  present  did  you  give  him  ? 

Answer.  A  suit  of  clothes. 
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Question.  Anything  else  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  yon  agreed  to  give  him  anything  else  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Joseph  Shane  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  office  did  he  hold  ? 

Answer.  He  used  to  sign  the  checks — to  fill  up  the  checks. 

Question.  He  was  paying  clerk  in  Colonel  Belger's  office  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  presents  did  you  make  to  him  ? 

Answer.  About  forty  dollars — it  was  ten  dollars  each  time — ^thirty 
or  forty  dollars.  He  is  a  very  poor  man.  I  did  it  more  for  charitj 
than  anything  else. 

Question.  In  your  deposition  you  swear  that  you  did  it  partly  for 
charity  and  partly  to  facilitate  making  your  checks — ^is  that  true  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  a  com  contract  7 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Was  it  condemned  com  7 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  buy  condemned  com. 

Question.  Was  it  not  condemned  7 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  my  corn  I  offered  to  Colonel  Belger.  I  never 
offered  him  any  condemned  corn. 

Question.  Were  you  not  interested  in  a  contract  that  Pickrell  en- 
tered into  with  Colonel  Bucker  for  condemned  com  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  not  condemned  7  « 

Answer.  Four  or  six  car-loads  were  condemned. 

Question.  Was  that  sent  back  to  Baltimore  7 

Answer.  A  long  time  afterwards  it  was.  It  was  not  worth  hardly 
anything  when  it  came  back.     The  corn  was  gone  ^  good  long  time. 

Question.  Did  you  enter  into  a  contract  with  certain  other  gentle- 
men, or  did  you  meet  certain  gentlemen  in  a  hotel  in  Baltimore  when 
a  contract  was  given  out  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  were  the  gentlemen  you  met  there  7 

Answer.  A  good  many. 

Question.  Name  them. 

Answer.  I  can't  name  them  all.  There  was  Mr.  Robert  Turner,  a 
man  named  Moore  ;  Mr.  Walcott,  he  was  Secretary ;  a  man  named 
Phillips,  of  Baltimore. 

Question.  And  a  man  named  Fuller  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  a  Mr.  Grover  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  Lane  and  Kidder  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  go  7 

Answer.  I  was  with  the  contractors. 
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Question.  Did  Colonel  Belger  recommend  you  to  go  ? 

Answer.  Colonel  Belger  told  me  there  was  going  to  be  big  con- 
tracts given  out,  and  there  was  a  meeting  at  such  a  place. 

Question.  He  advised  you  to  go  down  and  attend  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  was  invited  by  the  others,  too.  He  did  not 
invite  me.  He  said  there  was  the  contract  to  be  given  out,  and  we 
were  to  sign  a  bond. 

Question.  Did  not  Colonel  Belger  invite  you  to  go  there  ? 

Answer.  He  asked  me  to  go  there.  I  did  not  need  much  invita- 
tion.    I  wanted  to  go  myself. 

Question.  You  have  furnished  a  good  many  horses,  have  you  not  ? 

Answer.  Not  so  overly  many.  I  did  not  furnish  a  great  many 
horses.     I  quit  the  horses  directly. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  refunded  any  money  to  the  government 
that  you  received  improperly  on  your  horse  contracts? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.    I  refunded  $1,500. 

Question.  Was  that  the  whole  amount  that  you  had  improperly  re- 
ceived ? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  I  received  that  improperly.  They  made  me 
give  it  up. 

Question.  Did  you  not  swear  that  you  received  it  corruptly  and 
improperly  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  swore  that  if  the  government  wanted  it — if  they 
thought  I  was  not  to  have  this  money — ^they  could  have  it.  If  the 
government  wanted  the  money,  I  would  refund  it,  but  I  did  not  think 
it  was  done  legally. 

Question.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Lee  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  is  his  Christian  name  ? 

Answer.  Sam  Lee.     That's  the  very  rascal  that  done  it. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  before  Colonel 
Belger  commenced  buying  horses  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  did  he  say? 

Answer.  He  came  to  me  and  said,  '*  There  is  a  great  many  horses 
to  be  wanted  here."  He  was  the  agent  of  the  government.  He  was 
the  inspector.  He  said,  **I  charge  individuals  $5,  but  I  will  let  you 
dealers  off  at  $2  50."  I  thought  if  we  wanted  to  trade,  we  had  to  do 
it  to  secure  the  trade. 

Question.  So  you  and  Lee,  the  inspector,  made  $5  on  each  horse  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  paid  him  $2  50  for  what  I  sold.  Others,  indi- 
viduals, paid  from  $2  50  to  $5.  Fdr  individuals  he  charged  $5.  It 
was  an  open  order,  and  Colonel  Belger  bought  a  good  many  of  pri- 
vate people.  Lee  charged  them  all  $5  a  head.  He  let  me  off  for 
$2  50.  If  you  had  brought  a  horse  there  to  sell,  he  would  have 
charged  you  $5;  me  he  charged  $2  50.  That  is  the  whole  secret  of 
it.     He  charged  that  for  inspecting. 

Question.  Where  is  Lee  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  Who  employed  him  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.     He  had  a  recommendatioii  ftbia  Q^^tl^^ 
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Banks,  I  think,  when  he  went  over  to  Pennsylvania.     I  am  not  sure  of 
that. 

Question.  By  whom  was  he  employed  in  Baltimore  as  inspector  ? 

Answer.  Colonel  Belger  had  him  to  inspect  the  horses.  He  em- 
ployed him. 

Question.  Did  the  colonel  know  that  he  was  taking  that  five  dollars? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  as  soon  as  the  colonel  found  it  out  he  made  him 
leave.  He  marched  him  pretty  soon.  That  is  all  the  horse  business 
I  did  for  the  government.     I  am  sorry  I  did  that. 

.^Question.  Was  there  not  an  arrangement  between  you  and  Lee  by 
which  Lee  should  inspect  the  horses  that  you  brought  to  him,  whether 
they  were  worth  the  amount  or  not  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  not  on  a  former  occasion  testified  that  Lee 
passed  horses  for  you  as  being  worth  $120,  when  in  reality  they  were 
only  worth  $60  or  $80? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  he  did  not  do  that. 

Question.   Did  you  not  swear  to  that  before  ? 

Answer.  I  had  one  horse,  I  believe,  that  cost  $60,  and  some  $75  or 
$80;  but  sometimes  we  buy  a  horse  for  $60  that  is  worth  as  much  as 
one  we  pay  $125  for.     I  don't  know  what  they  were  worth. 

Question.  Did  not  Lee  pass  horses  for  you,  and  certify  for  you  that 
you  were  entitled  to  $120  per  horse  for  horses  that  were  really  worth 
only  $60  or  $80? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  not  so  sworn  before  ? 

Answer.  I  had  horses  that  cost  me  $60  to  $80,  and  they  passed; 
they  were  sound,  good  horses;  but  Lee  did  not  know  what  they  cost. 

Question.  You  received  from  government,  through  Lee's  inspec- 
tion, $120  per  head  for  those  horses? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  but  I  had  some  I  paid  $125  for.  Some  I  paid  $80 
for  were  just  as  good. 

Question.  Have  you  been  able  to  refresh  your  recollection  as  to  the 
amount  of  money  that  Mr.  Pickrell  put  into  your  partnership  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.   Can  you  not  remember  how  much  he  put  in  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Can  you  not  recollect  who  recommended  that  you  should 
take  him  in  as  a  partner  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.   [I  think  Colonel  Belger  introduced  me  to  him.]* 

Question.  You  cannot  remember  the  first  conversation  you  ever 
had  with  him  in  regard  to  his  becoming  a  partner  of  yours  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  cannot  remember  the  exact  time  that  you  formed 
the  partnership  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  cannot. 

Question.  You  cannot  remember  the  money  you  yourself  put  into 
the  concern? 

^  The  words  in  brackets  were  added  subsequently— February  4 — by  tbe  witness,  upon  his 
teaiimouj  being  read  over  to  him. 
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Answer.  No,  sir;  I  can't  say.  I  know  Colonel  Belger  owed  me 
•18,000  when  I  went  in  there  for  horses — when  I  formed  thepart- 
lership  with  Pickrell. 

Question.  How  much  did  yon  owe  ? 

Answer.  I  didn't  owe  a  great  deal. 

Question.  State  how  much. 

Answer.  I  can't  recollect. 

Question.  Did  you  owe  $10,000? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  swedr  positively  that  Pickrell  is  your  general 
partner  in  these  transactions? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  that  he  is  entitled  to  one-half  of  all  the  profits? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  of  what  is  between  him  and  me  in  these  vessels. 

Question.  And  that  he  is  liable  for  one  half  of  all  the  losses  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Pickrell  admits  this  or  not? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  happens  it  that  the  business  is  done*  in  your  name  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.  I  wanted  it.  I  don't  know  how.  I  had 
Qore  facilities  to  raise  money  than  he  had — to  make  the  story  short. 

Question.  Is  that  the  only  reason  why  the  business  is  transacted  in 
he  name  of  Charles  Coblens? 

Answer.  I  think  so.     I  don't  know  any  other  reason. 

Question.  Is  it  generally  understood  in  Baltimore  that  he  is  your 
partner  ? 

Answer.  It  is.     I  think  it  is. 

Question.  Does  he  admit  that  he  is  your  partner  ? 

Answer.   Certainly. 

Question.  Does  he  claim  to  be  such  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  whether  he  claims  it  or  not,  but  he  admits  it. 

Question.     Does  he  sign  contracts  in  your  name  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  he  can't  sign  my  name.  Each  one  signs  his  own 
tame. 

Question.  If  you  and  your  partner  are  doing  business  in  the  name 
if  Charles  Coblens,  why  is  he  not  allowed  to  transact  business  in  the 
lame  of  the  firm  ? 

Answer.  We  never  allow  anybody  to  sign  another's  name. 

Question.  Suppose  there  is  a  transaction  to  be  reduced  to  writing 
n  connexion  with  one  of  these  vessels  in  which  you  are  jointly  in- 
erested,  whose  name  would  he  sign  ? 

Answer.  He  can't  sign  my  name.  He  has  got  to  sign  his  own 
lame. 

Question.  What  validity  would  there  be  in  his  signing  his  name  to 
.  transaction  in  which  you  are  interested  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.     I  never  allow  anybody  to  sign  my  name. 

always  do  that  part  myself. 

Question.  Has  he  ever  charged  you  any  commissions  for  doing 
business  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 
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Question.  Have  yon  ever  paid  Mr.  Pickrell  any  compensation  what- 
ever for  transacting  any  of  your  business  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  him  any  sum  of  money  ? 

Answer.  Himself — no,  sir. 

Question.  In  no  way  ? 

Answer.  I  paid  his  wife  money  once. 

Question.  What  did  you  pay  her  money  for  ? 

Answer.  She  wanted  it. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  her  ? 

Answer.  I  forget  how  much;  not  much.  It  was  for  a  present. 
Some  presents,  I  believe,  for  New  Year's  or  a  Christmas  gift. 

Question.  Was  it  $50? 

Answer.  I  forget  bow  much  it  was. 

Question.  Was  it  $100? 

Answer.  I  suppose  so.  I  don't  know  how  much.  It  was  just 
merelv  for  a  present 

Question.  Was  it  $500  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  $400? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  $300? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  $200? 

Answer.  It  was  not  over  (200.     I  don't  know  whether  it  wag  two. 

Question.  You  think  it  was  about  $200  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  money  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  my  check. 

Question.  You  gave  her  $200  for  a  Christmas  present  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  the  Christmas  of  1862  or  1861  ? 

Answer.  It  was  not  this  last  Christmas. 

Question.  You  did  not  make  her  any  present  this  last  Christmas  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  make  Pickrell  any  presents? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  pay  him  anything,  directly  or  indirectly? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  promise  to  pay  him  anything  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  consider  yourself  under  any  obligation  to  pay 
him  anything  ? 

Answer.  No  more  than  the  interest  in  the  business. 

Question.  Where  is  Mr.  Pickrell  ? 

Answer.  In  Baltimore,  I  guess.  I  have  not  seen  him  since  yester- 
day morning. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  buy  the  steamer  Cecil  ? 

Answer.  A  man  wanted  to  sell  her. 

Question.  Was  that  the  only  reason?  ^ 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir;  the  man  wanted  to  sell  her. 

Question.  Did  you  not  want  to  buy  her  also  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  buy  her  at  your  own  instance? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  anybody  recommend  her  to  you? 

Answer.  Mr.  Pickrell  did. 

Question.  Did  anybody  else  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Hall  brought  the  subject  up. 

Question.  Did  anybody  else  propose  to  you  to  buy  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conyersation  with  Mr.  Hall  about 
buying  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  don't  think  I  did.  If  I  did,  it  was  a  day  or 
two  before  I  bought  her. 

Question.  Did  not  Mr.  Hall  threaten  to  discharge  your  charter- 
parties  unless  you  bought  her? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  swear  positively  to  that  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conyersation  with  Mr.  Hall  about 
buying  the  Oecil? 

Answer.  Not  as  I  recollect,  until  we  bought  her. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  him  any  percentage  upon  buying  her? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  a  cent. 

Question.  Who  did  you  buy  her  of? 

Answer.  I  think  his  name  was  Bice. 

Question.  What  did  you  pay  for  her  ? 

Answer.  Five  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  When  did  you  buy  her  ? 

Answer.  It  has  been  some  time.  I  suppose  it  has  been  about  five 
months. 

Question.  What  has  she  been  employed  in  ? 

Answer.  She  has  been  out  of  service  about  two  months. 

Question.  What  was  she  in  before  ? 

Answer.  She  was  at  Fortress  Monroe,  employed  in  carrying 
prisoners. 

Question.  What  sum  was  she  chartered  at? 

Answer.  Eighty  dollars. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  think  of  buying  her  ? 

Answer.  I  bought  her  as  a  speculation.  1  bought  her  on  recom- 
mendation. 

Question.  You  never  had  seen  her? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Who  suggested  the  propriety  of  buying  her  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Hall. 

Question.  Did  not  Mr.  Hall  persuade  you  that  it  was  your  interest 
to  buy  her? 

Answer.  I  don't  believe  he  did.     He  asked  me  to  buy  her. 
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Question.  He  convinced  you  that  it  was  your  interest  to  buy  her, 
or  else  you  would  not  have  bought  her  ? 

Answer.  No;  I  convinced  myself. 

Question.  You  knew  nothing  of  her  value  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  judged  of  the  value  of  the  vessel  from  HalP  s  reports  7 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Exclusively? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  tell  you  how  old  she  was  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  whether  I  asked  him  or  not. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  Hall  as  his  commission  ? 

Answer.  Not  a  cent. 

Question.  How  came  he  to  be  bo  interested  in  selling  her  ? 

Answer.   I  don't  know. 

Question.  Did  any  part  of  the  purchase-money  go  to  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  paid  all  to  Rice. 

Question.  Did  not  Hall  tell  you  that  he  got  part? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.   Did  not  Rice  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  talk  with  anybody  else  except  Hall  about 
her  before  you  bought  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  were  at  Baltimore  and  she  was  at  Fortress  Monroe 
when  she  was  bought  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  never  had  seen  her,  and  did  not  know  her  age  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Nor  her  size? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  we  knew  her  tonnage. 

Question.  How? 

Answer.  By  Mr.  Hall's  recommendation.     I  forget  what  it  was. 

Question.  What  is  her  length  ? 

Answer.  I  don' t  know. 

Question.  How  many  boilers  has  she  ? 

Answer.   Only  one. 

Question.   What  is  her  width? 

Answer.  I  don' t  know. 

Question.  How  is  she  finished  off? 

Answer.  She  is  finished  off  now  in  style.     She  is  new  now. 

Question.  Have  you  been  repairing  her  ? 

Answer.  She  cost  about  $11,000.  They  sunk  her  down  there  one 
day.     They  sent  her  out  with  a  heavy  load. 

Question.  You  had  such  confidence  in  Hall  that  you  took  her  on 
his  recommendation? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  did  not  know  anything  about  her? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  agree  to  pay  the  owners  ? 
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Answer.  Five  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  Where  was  the  owner  ? 

Answer.   He  was  in  Baltimore. 

Question.  Did  you  make  the  contract  with  Rice  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  we  did  make  it  with  him. 

Question.  Where  did  you  make  it  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  at  Mr.  Hall's  office,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Rice  there  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  he  was. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  of  that  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question.  Are  you  willing  to  swear  that  Rice  was  there  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  would  not  be  willing  to  swear  positively.     He 
might  not  have  been  at  Mr.  Hall's  office  when  I  bought  her. 

Question.  Are  you  willing  to  swear  that  you  ever  had  any  conver- 
sation with  Rice  in  regard  to  her  ? 

Answer.   I  had  all  the  conversation  I  had  with  him. 

Question.  What  was  your  conversation  with  him  ? 

Answer.  All  the  conversation  I  had  with  him  was,  I  paid  him  the 
money. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  Rice  the  money  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  But  that  was  after  the  contract  was  made  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  after  the  papers  had  been  executed  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  after  the  vessel  had  been  delivered  to  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  he  didn't  deliver  her  to  me  until  I  paid  for  her. 

Question.    You  never  talked  with  Rice,  or  had  any  conversation 
with  him  until  after  the  papers  had  been  made  out? 

Answer.   No,  sir;  Mr.  Pickrell  did  the  talkini^  to  him. 

Question.  Then  you  did  not  have  any  conversation  with  him  at  all? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  At  the  time  you  paid  the  money  Pickrell  did  the  talking  ? 

Answer.  I  paid  the  money  myself. 

Question.  Did  you  go  with  Pickrell  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.   Was  Hall  with  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  paid  him  the  money  at  another  place. 

Question.  How  did  you  pay  it  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  gave  him  a  check  for  $5, 000. 

Question.  Are  you  willing  to  swear  that  the  check  was  for  $5,000? 

Answer.    I  am  willing  to  swear  that  I  paid   him  for   the  Cecil, 
whether  it  was  a  check  or  money. 

Question.  I  want  to  know  the  amount. 

Answer.  That  I  can't  say.     I  paid  him  $5,000.     Whether  I  paid 
the  whole  in  a  check  or  not  I  can' t  swear. 

-Question.  Did  you  make  more  than  one  payment  ? 

Answer.  I  made  only  one  payment. 
Rep.  Com.  84 13 
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Question.  If  you  did  not  pay  him  $5,000  at  that  time  there  is 
something  due  yet  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  1  paid  all  down.     He  would  not  trust  nobody. 

Question.  Then  you  swear  you  paid  the  full  amount  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  when  I  bought  her. 

Question.  Then  the  check  you  paid  Rice  amounted  to  $5,000? 

Answer.  I  dont  know  whether  it  was  the  check  for  the  whole 
amount  or  a  part  of  it  money. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  whether  you  generally  did  your  busi- 
ness with  checks  or  with  money  ? 

Answer.  I  did  some  with  checks  and  some  with  money,  just  as  I 
had  it. 

Question.  Were  you  ever  induced  to  buy  a  vessel  by  any  one  upon 
the  representation  that  if  you  did  not  do  it  your  other  charter-parties 
should  cease? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  stated  that  you  were  induced  to  buy  the 
Cecil  by  Hall,  who  represented  to  you  that  if  you  did  not  do  it* your 
other  charters  should  cease  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.   What  presents  did  you  ever  make  to  Hall  ? 

Answer.   Nothing. 

Question.  To  his  wife  or  family  ? 

Answer.  Nothing. 

Question.  None  to  any  member  of  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.   Have  you  ever  transported  any  freight  for  government? 

Answer.  That  I  am  not  able  to  say.  Government  generally  loaded 
them.  I  don't  attend  to  the  boats  at  all  after  they  are  in  government 
employ.     If  they  have  any  freight  to  ship  they  ship  it  themselves. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  transported  any  freight  belonging  to  the 
government  on  boats  belonging  to  you  and  not  chartered  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  recollect. 

'Question.   Who  keeps  your  books? 

Answer.   We  keep  them  ourselves. 

Question.  What  is  the  name  of  the  man  w^ho  keeps  them  and  takes 
care  of  them  ? 

Answer.   Captain  Gait.     I  don't  know  what  his  first  name  is. 

Question.  How  long  has  he  been  your  bookkeeper? 

Answer.  He  is  not  our  bookkeeper.  Our  bookkeeper's  name  is 
Deggs.     I  don't  know  his  other  name. 

Question.   Where  is  your  office  ? 

Answer.  No.  73  Smith's  wharf. 

Question.   Do  you  own  the  Telegraph? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   What  is  she  worth  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  what  she  is  worth. 

Question.  What  did  you  give  for  her? 

Answer.  I  declare  I  don't  know  what  she  cost  us. 

Question.   Who  did  you  buy  her  of? 
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Answer.  I  don't  know  the  man's  name. 

Question.  Nor  where  he  is  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Where  did  you  buy  her  ? 

Answer.  In  Baltimore. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  the  man  you  bought  her  of,  nor  the 
amount  you  paid  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Nor  when  you  bought  her  ? 

Answer.  I  know  we  sold  part  of  her. 

Question.  Who  to? 

Answer.  A  man  named  Kane. 

Question.  For  how  much,  and  what  part? 

Answer.  Three  thousand  dollars  for  one-third. 

Question.  You  considered  her  worth  $9,000? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  is  she  chartered  for? 

Answer.  At  $126  a  day. 

Question.   When  was  she  built  ? 

Answer.  I  don' t  know. 

Question.  Where  was  she  built  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  You  are  the  most  extraordinary  ship-merchant  I  ever 
knew.     You  do  not  know  the  age  of  your  vessel,  nor  where 

Witness.  No,  isir;  if  you  was  to  cut  my  throat  now  I  could  not  tell 
where  she  was  built. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  of  what  material  she  was  built,  nor  who 
you  bought  her  of,  nor  what  you  paid  ? 

Answer.  No.  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  owns  her  with  you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  chartered  her  of  you? 

Answer.  Colonel  Belger,  by  recommendation  from  Mr.  Tucker. 

Question.  How  long  ago  ? 

Answer.  Four  or  five  months  ago  ? 

Question.  At  $125  a  day — government  furnishing  coal? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Where  is  she  employed  ? 

Answer.  At  Fort  Delaware. 

Question.  What  is  she  doing  there  ? 

Answer.  They  keep  a  boat  there. 

Question.  If  her  charter  expired  to-day,  what  would  you  consider 
her  worth — if  she  were  out  of  government  employment  ? 

Answer.  That  I  can't  tell.  She  may  be  torn  all  to  pieces  when  she 
comes  home. 

Question.  If  she  were  as  good  as  when  she  went  away,  and  govern- 
ment would  not  employ  her  any  more,  what  would  she  be  worth? 

Answer.  If  she  were  as  good  as  when  the  government  employed 
her,  I  don't  believe  I  would  take  $10,000  for  her  if  I  wanted  to  stay 
in  the  business. 
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Question.  Do  you  know  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.  I  have  seen  him.     I  never  talked  to  him. 

Question.   Where  did  you  see  him  ? 

Answer.  At  Baltimore. 

Question.   When? 

Answer.  It  has  been  some  time.     It  was  away  a  long  time  ago. 

Question.   Where  was  it? 

Answer.  In  Colonel  Belger's  office,  I  think. 

Question.   What  was  he  there  about? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.  I  merely  heard  some  men  mention  his 
name.     I  never  had  any  conversation  with  him. 

Question.   You  do  not  pay  him  any  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Mr.  Pickrell  swears  that  he  is  not  your  partner;  how  do 
you  reconcile  his  testimony  with  yours  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  divide  the  profits  with  him;  you  can  take  it  any 
way  at  all.  I  donH  know  whether  you  call  it  a  partnership  or  not. 
I  don't  tell  you  anything  but  the  truth. 

Question.  I  repeat  the  question.  Pickrell  swears  that  he  is  not 
your  partner;  how  do  you  reconcile  his  testimony  with  yours? 

Answer.  Well,  that  is  the  only  way  I  can  testify.  I  have  got  to 
give  him  half  of  the  profits  I  make. 

Question.  Don't  you  give  him  half  of  the  profits  for  the  sake  of 
getting  these  contracts  ? 

Answer.  He  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  contracts.  ^  I  get  them  all 
myself. 

Question.  You  think  you  do  ? 

Answer.  I  know  I  do. 

Question.  Do  you  not  give  him  one-half  of  the  profits  for  the  sake 
of  getting  these  charter-parties  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  can  it  be  that  you  furnish  the  capital,  transact  the 
business  in  your  own  name,  get  the  charter-parties  yourself,  and  do 
most  of  the  business,  and  yet  he  gets  one-half  of  the  profits  ? 
•  Answer.  Well,  he  understands  the  business  better  than  I  do.  I 
don' t  know  nothing  about  the  business.  You  see  I  am  no  scholar.  I 
can  neither  read  nor  write.  That  is  the  misfortune  with  me.  I  can 
write  German.     That  is  a  great  misfortune. 

Question.  Pickrell  testifies  that  he  has  only  acted  in  connexion  with 
you  as  your  agent  in  disbursing  money  for  the  boats  ? 

Answer.  He  does  all  the  disbursing.  I  give  him  the  money  and 
he  disburses  it. 

Question.  How  do  you  reconcile  that  testimony  with  the  testimony 
you  have  given  ? 

Answer.  I  told  you  all.  I  have  told  you  how  my  business  is  now. 
You  can  judge  that  for  yourself. 

Question.  You  still  cannot  remember  upon  whose  suggestion  it  was 
that  you^  took  Mr.  Pickrell  in  as  your  partner  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.* 
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Question.  You  still  cannot  remember  that  he  put  any  money  into 
your  firm  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  not  rather  inclined  to  think  that  he  did  not  put 
any  in  ? 

Answer.   I  think  he  had  some  money. 

Question.   Can  you  now  state  how  much  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  tell.     I  give  you  my  word  of  honor  I  can't  tell. 

Question.  If  he  has  put  it  into  your  firm,  and  you  are  responsible 
for  it,  you  ought  to  know  what  it  is  ? 

Answer.  I  ought  to  know,  but  I  don't  know. 

Question.  When  did  he  pay  in  any  money  for  the  benefit  of  the 
partnership  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  when. 

Question.  Did  he  ever  do  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  nan't  tell  when  or  for  what? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  To  whom  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  say.  You  see  he  has  got  the  whole  control  in  his 
bands.  I  give  him  money  to  pay  it  and  disburse  it,  and  I  don't  know 
then  how  he  pays  it  or  who  he  pays  it  to. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  furnish  the  money,  and  do  not  know  what  becomes 
of  it? 

Answer.  He  disburses  it,  I  don't  know  how? 

Question.  You  cannot  read  the  books,  and  therefore  cannot  tell 
anything  about  it  ? 

Qnswer.  No,  sir.     That  is  one  reason  I  keep  a  clerk. 

Question.  Do  you  learn  it  from  the  clerk  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  never  ask  the  clerk  anything. 

Question.  Then,  if  you  can  neither  read  nor  write,  and  do  not  ask 
the  clerk,  how  do  you  know  how  the  business  stands. 

Answer.  He  shows  me  sometimes. 

Question.   Who  shows  you  ? 

Answer.  Pickrell? 

Question.'  If  you  cannot  read  nor  write,  how  can  you  tell  what  he 
shows  you  ? 

Answer.  I  can  read  figures.     Mr.  Pickrell  shows  me. 

Question.  He  is  not  your  clerk  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  he  disburses  the  money,  and  he  shows  me  some- 
times. 

Question.  You  say  you  keep  a  clerk  as  a  check  on  Mr.  Pickrell  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  but  I  don't  ask  the  clerk  any  questions  at  all 
about  it. 

Question.  Do  you  never  ask  him  anything? 

Answer.  I  never  say  a  word  to  him. 

Question.  You  trust  the  whole  thing  to  Pickrell 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  the  whole  thing. 
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Question.  You  cannot  remember  the  time  when  you  and  Pickrell 
formed  a  partnership  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  can't.  I  think  it  was  in  July.  I  don't  know 
whether  it  v/as  or  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  persons  who  are  relatives  of  Mr. 
Pickrell? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Spriggs,  cashier  of  the  Merchants'  Bank,  is 
his  father-in-law — a  very  nice  man. 

Question.  Any  others  ? 

Answer.  Jo.  Spriggs  is  his  brother-in-law.     He  is  a  banker. 

Question.  Has  Mr.  Pickrell  any  relative  who  is  an  officer  in  the 
army? 

Answer.  I  think  he  has  a  nephew.    I  don't  know  what  his  name  is. 

Question.   Where  is  he  ? 

Answer.  I  don' t  know. 

Question.  Is  he  a  quartermaster  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  think  he  is  a  brigadier  general.  I  can't  teU  his 
name.  • 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  has  any  other  relatives  in  the 
employment  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  as  1  know  of. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  helped  anybody  in  getting  a  contract? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  never  recommended  anybody  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  never  attend  to  anybody's  business  but  my  own. 

Question.  Did  you  never  recommend  anybody  to  apply  for  a  con- 
tract? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  furnished  all  the  money  for  your  firm  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  as  I  know  of.  I  think  Mr.  Pickrell  had  some 
money. 

Question.  Do  you  think  he  had  a  thousand  dollars  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  say. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  he  had  not  a  thousand  dollars  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir;  I  can't  tell. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  he  had  not  five  hundred  dollars? 

Answer.  I  can't  tell;  I  can't  form  any  idea.  I  don't  want  to  say 
anything  I  don't  know.     I  ought  to  know. 

Question.  Are  you  not  satisfied  that  he  did  not  furnish  for  the  ben- 
efit of  your  partnership  five  hundred  dollars  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  can't  say  that. 

Question.  Are  you  satisfied  that  he  did  not  furnish  ten  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  he  did  not  furnish  ten,  (thousand.) 

Question.  Did  he  furnish  one  thousand  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  I  can  recollect,  I  think  he  had  some  three 
or  four  thousand  dollars;  but  I  would  not  say  this  for  sure. 

Question.   What  did  he  do  with  it  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  he  put  it  into  the  business? 

Question.  Do  you  know  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  swear  to  it. 
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Qaestion.  What  did  he  buy  with  it  ? 

Answer.  He  bought  some  forage,  I  suppose.  I  would  not  swear  to 
it  positively.     I  think  he  had  that  much  money. 

Question.   What  kind  of  forage  did  he  buy  w!*h  it  ? 

Answer.   Whatever  government  wanted.  • 

Question.  When  did  he  buy  it? 

Answer.  When  I  had  the  contracts. 

Question.  Have  you  not  already  stated  that  Pickrell  had  nothing* 
to  do  with  your  contracts  for  forage  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  didn't  swear  that  at  all. 

Question.  Did  you  not  state  that  he  was  your  partner  only  as  to 
boats  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  that  would  be  a  real  falsehood,  if  I  swore  that. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  using  one  cent  of  his  money  in  con- 
nexion with  your  boat  business  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  Pickrell  is  not  your  partner  in  the 
transaction  of  your  boat  business  ? 

Answer.  I  know  he  gets  half  of  the  profits.  That  is  all  I  can  answer* 
I  consider  him  my  partner. 

Question.  Don't  you  know  that  he  is  not  furnishing  one  cent  for 
your  transactions  in  the  boat  business  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  don't. 

Question.   Can  you  swear  that  he  is  furnishing  one  cent  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  can't. 

Question.  You  only  know  that  he  gets  one-half  of  the  profits  ? 

Answer.  That  is  all. 

Question.  You  furnish  the  money  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  and  attend  to  it  all. 

Question.  You  furnish  the  horse  and  buggy,  and  keep  it  there  in 
front  of  Colonel  Belger's  office  ? 

Answer.  The  horse  and  buggy  belong  to  the  concern. 

Question.  What  concern? 

Answer.  Me  and  Pickrell.     I  have  charged  it. 

Question.  How  do  you  know  it  is  charged? 

Answer.  I  know  he  gave  me  the  money  to  pay  for  it — Pickrell  did. 

Question.  Where  from  ? 

Answer.  Prom  the  bank. 

Question.  Then  it  belongs  to  him,  does  it  not  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  he  charged  it  to  the  concern. 

Question.     How  do  you  know  ? 

Answer.  I  guess  you  will  find  it  so  on  the  books. 

Question.  How  do  know  it  ? 

Answer.  He  tells  me  he  did.  I  suppose  he  would  charge  what 
money  he  pays  out. 

Question.  You  have  already  sworn  that  that  horse  belonged  to  you? 

Answer.  Not  private. 

Question.  Yes,  sir;  I  so  understood  you. 

Answer.   Well,  it  belongs  to  the  concern. 

Question.  Do  you  take  back  that  part  of  your  testimony  ? 
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Answer.  You  did  not  ask  me  that. .  If  you  did,  I  misunderstood 
you. 

Question.  Did  the  horse  and  buggy  belong  to  the  firm  of  Pickrell 
&  Coblens? 

Answer.  Ye»,  sir. 

Question.  Then  there  is  such  a  firm  as  Pickrell  &  Coblens  ? 

Answer.  It  don't  go  that  way. 

Question.  How  does  it  go  ? 

Answer.  If  I  get  a  contract  it  goes  in  my  name.  All  the  contracts 
go  in  my  name,  and  he  disburses  the  money  and  pays  what  is  wanted. 
That  is  the  way  it  goes. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  known  Pickrell? 

Answer.  I  have  known  him  about  a  couple  of  years — it  will  be  two 
years  this  summer. 

Question.  You  never  were  much  acquainted  with  him  until  you 
formed  a  partnership  with  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  did  not  know  anything  about  his  character  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Nor  about  his  capital  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Nor  about  his  family  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     I  knew  his  father-in-law. 

Question.  You  knew  nothing  about  the  business  he  had  been  en- 
gaged in  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  did  not  know  him,  but  took  him  into  partnership 
upon  some  one' s  recommendation  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  did  not,  then,  know  who  the  man  was  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  You  intrusted  him  with  the  disbursing  of  the  whole 
business  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  have  never  looked  at  the  books  to  see  what  their 
condition  is  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  what  any  one  of  these  charter-parties 
recites — what  is  contained  in  any  of  these  charter-contracts — their 
provisions  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  whether  you  have  made  a  profit  or  lost 
since  you  have  been  in  the  business  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  whether  you  are  worth  anything  now 
or  are  insolvent? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  don't.  I  have  made  some  money  ;  I  don't  know 
how  much. 

Question.  You  have  never  made  any  division  of  profits  between 
yourself  and  Pickrell  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  never  have  paid  Pickrell  any  money  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  never  paid  to  him  anything,  except  to  his  wife, 
I  paid  his  wife  once  something.     She  paid  my  children  something. 

Question.  How  much  money  have  you  on  deposit  now  ? 

Answer.  None  ;  my  money  is  all  in  the  government ;  I  am  bare 
now. 

Question.  Has  Mr.  Pickrell  any  in  his  name  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  interested  in  the  bank  account  kept  in  his  name  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  each  one  keeps  his  own  account. 

Question.  Is  he  interested  in  the  bank  account  kept  in  your  name  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  In  whose  name  is  this  joint-bank  account  kept  ? 

Answer.  We  have  no  joint  bank  account. 

Question.  Did  you  deposit  the  moneys  you  received  from  your 
charter-parties  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Where? 

Answer.  At  the  Citizens'  Bank  of  Baltimore. 

Question.  In  whose  name  ? 

Answer.   Charles  Coblens  ;  my  own  name. 

Question.  Is  he  interested  in  that  deposit? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  while  it  is  in  my  name. 

Question.  Is  he  interested  in  these  charter-parties  as  long  as  they 
are  in  your  name  ? 

Answer.  Of  course. 

Question.  Why  is  he  not  interested  as  much  in  the  deposit  in  your 
name  as  in  the  charter-parties  in  your  name? 

Answer.  Because  I  don't  want  anybody  to  sign  my  name. 

Question.  Is  that  the  only  reason  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  the  only  reason;  and  I  think  it  is  a  very 
good  reason,  too. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  Hall  before  you  formed  a 
partnership  with  Pickrell? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  ever  recommend  you  to  form  a  partnership  with 
him? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  him  about 
Pickrell  since  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Does  Hall  know  that  you  are  in  partnership  with  Pick- 
rell? 

Answer.  I  suppose  so. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  he  does  ? 

Answer.  He  ought  to. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  conversation  with  him  in  regard 
to  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  had  no  conversatioa  with  anybody  about  that. 
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Question.  You  never  paid  to  any  one  before  that  Pickrell  was  your 
partner  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  can  recollect. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  tell  anybody  in  the  world  that  Pickrell 
was  your  partner  until  you  stated  it  here  under  oath  ? 

Answer.  May  be  I  did. 

Question.  To  whom?  , 

Answer.  I  can't  tell.  I  don't  know  whether  I  did  or  not.  I  do 
not  say  for  certain.     May  be  I  did  say  so. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  of  having  ever  told  any  human  being, 
until  you  swore  to  it  before  this  committee,  that  Pickrell  was  your 
partner  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  have. 

Question,  Who  to  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  Did  you  aflSrm  or  deny,  when  you  were  sworn  before, 
that  Pickrell  was  or  was  not  your  partner  ? 

Answer.  When  they  asked  me,  I  think  I  said  it  was  so.  If  that 
question  was  asked,  I  did  say  it. 

Question.  Did  you,  upon  any  other  occasion,  ever  say  that  Pick- 
rell was  your  partner  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  was  asked  once.  I  was  asked  some  several 
times,  I  don't  know  who  the  persons  were,  who  was  my  partner,  and 
I  told  them ;  I  said  John  F.  Pickrell. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Pickrell  ever  admitting  that  you  were 
his  partner? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  whether  he  did  or  not, 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  in  regard  to  your 
partnership  in  the  business  with  him,  or  with  any  one  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  have  about  six  or  seven  hundred  dollars'  worth  of 
Major  Belger's  old  clothing  on  hand  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  have  not  got  that  much  on  hand. 

Question.  How  much  have  you  on  hand? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  how  much. 

Question.  You  had  six  or  seven  hundred  dollars  worth  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  in  all. 

Question.  Who  have  you  sold  any  to  ? 

Answer.  DiflFerent  persons. 

Question.  Name  one  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  name  nobody.    • 

Question.   Of  what  value  did  you  sell  ? 

Answer.  I  can' t  tell. 

Question.  What  garments  that  you  received  from  him  did  you  sell ; 
coats,  pantaloons,  vests,  or  what? 

Answer.  Some  coats,  some  vests,  some  pants. 

Question.  What  kind  of  coats  ? 

Answer.  Dress  coats. 

Question.  How  many? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 
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Question.  Who  did  you  sell  them  to? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  Did  you  sell  them  at  your  own  house  ? 

Answer.   Some  of  them  I  did. 

Question.  How  many  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  Did  the  most  of  those  you  sold  them  to  come  to  your 
house  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  most  of  them. 

Question.   Were  they  Jews  that  you  sold  them  to  ? 

Answer.  Not  all. 

Question.  Were  any  of  them  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  sold  them  to  old  clothes  establishments  ? 

Answer.  Not  all  old  clothes;  some  were  new. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  get  for  them? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.   I  didn't  make  any  money  in  the  operation. 

Question.  Where  did  the  men  live  that  you  sold  them  to  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know;  in  Baltimore. 

Question.  Where  did  these  men  come  from  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.     I  saw  them  and  told  them. 

Question.  Where  did  you  see  them  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.     I  saw  some  in  the  streets — some  places. 

Question.  You  met  them  on  the  streets  and  told  them,  knowing 
that  they  were  dealers  in  that  sort  of  garments  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  they  wanted  them  for  their  own  use. 

Question.  How  did  they  know  of  them  ? 

Answer.  I  asked  them.  Some  of  them  I  gave  to  a  clothing  store 
to  sell. 

Question.  Where  is  that  clothing  store? 

Answer.  In  Pratt  street.     I  don't  know  the  number. 

Question.  Who  kept  it? 

Answer.  Simon  Wetsburg. 

Question.  When  did  you  sell  the  garments  to  him  ? 

Answer.  He  sold  them  for  me. 

Question.  How  many  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  What  did  he  get  for  them  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  what  he  got  for  them. 

Questi4)n.  How  much  did  he  pay  you  ? 

Answer.^  I  have  not  settled  with  him  yet. 

Question.  When  did  you  take  them  to  him  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.     It  has  been  a  good  while. 

Question.  Has  it  been  a  year? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Has  it  been  nine  months  ? 

Answer.  About  six  months. 

Question.  You  cannot  remember  whether  it  was  ten  dollars,  or 
what? 

Answer.  I  can't  remember  what  I  got  for  it. 
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Question.  You  cannot  remember  the  kind  of  clothes  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  only  know  that  they  were  some  old  clothes  that  you 
got  of  Colonel  Belger  ? 

Answer.  They  were  some  old  clothes  that  had  been  worn. 

Question.  Were  they  nearly  worn  out  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  they  were  not  worn  out. 

Question.  Were  those  that  he  got  pretty  much  all  the  clothes  that 
you  received  from  Colonel  Belger  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  did  not  give  him  all. 

Question.  Was  there  any  invoice  of  the  clothes  you  received  from 
Major  Belger — any  paper  specifying  what  the  clothes  were  when  you 
bought  them  of  him  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  got  that  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  has  become  of  it  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.  I  tore  it  up,  I  suppose.  I  didnH  keep  it. 
It  was  of  no  account  to  me. 

Question.  Why  not  ? 

Answer.  Because  I  didn't  want  it. 

Question.  Did  your  clerk  make  any  entry  of  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  There  is  no  entry  on  your  books  showing  the  amount 
that  you  paid  Major  Belger,  or  the  amount  that  you  received  for  the 
clothes  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Who  did  you  buy  the  epaulets  of  that  you  gave  to  him  ? 

Answer.  Campfields. 

Question.  What  are  you  going  to  do  with  the  epaulets  you  received 
from  him — wear  them  ? 

Answer.   I  want  to  sell  them. 

Question.  Has  Mr.  Hunt  ever  oflFered  to  attend  to  your  business  at 
Fortress  Monroe  ? 

Answer.  Yes ;  to  attend  to  my  boats.  He  offered  to  keep  them 
from  being  knocked  about. 

Question.  Does  he  attend  to  those  boats  down  there  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.   What  do  you  pay  him  ? 

Answer.  Nothing.  , 

Question.   Does  he  do  it  for  nothing? 

Answer.  That  is  what  I  gave  him  those  two  horses  there  for — for 
attending  to  my  business. 

Question.  Is  he  in  the  employment  of  the  government  as  harbor 
master  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  whether  he  is  in  the  government  employ- 
ment or  not.  He  is  harbor  master.  Sometimes  our  captains  down 
there  get  drunk,  and  there  is  nobody  to  attend  to  the  boats  there, 
and  they  knock  the  boats  all  to  pieces. 

C.  COBLENS. 


TESTIMONY. 


205 


Washington,  Monday,  January  12,  1863. 
Major  General  Stewart  Van  Vliet,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as 
follows : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  In  what  capacity  are  you  now  acting  in  the  service  of 
the  United  States? 

Answer.  I  am  a  quartermaster  in  the  United  States  service,  at  pres- 
ent on  duty  at  New  York. 

Question.  Have  you  been  engaged  in  procuring  transportation  for 
the  United  States  army  ? 

Answer.  I  have,  sir. 

Question.  State  when  you  commenced  chartering  vessels. 

Answer.  I  commenced  chartering  vessels  about  two  or  three  months 
since. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  any  before  that  time? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  since  the  commencement  of  the  war  ;  I  might 
have  chartered  one  or  two,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Question.  For  what  purpose  were  these  vessels  chartered  that  you 
have  chartered  ? 

Answer.  I  chartered  vessels  under  the  direction  of  the  quarter- 
master general,  to  take  ten  thousand  troops  to  Hilton  Head.  I  re- 
ceived his  order  in  the  latter  part  of  October. 

Question.  Through  whom  did  that  order  reach  you? 

Answer.  General  Meigs. 

Question.  Of  whom  did  you  effect  your  charters  ? 

Answer.  I  effected  them  of  different  persons.  I  only  chartered  a 
very  few  for  that  expedition — the  Argo,  the  Atlantic,  the  Baltic,  the 
Thames,  the  Spaulding,  the  Curlew,  the  Thorn,  the  Matanzas,  and 
the  City  of  Bath.  Besides  those  vessels,  I  have  chartered  a  very  few — 
I  should  judge  not  over  half*  a  dozen — for  different  services,  and  al- 
ways by  direction  of  the  quartermaster  general,  for  particular  ser- 
vice. 

Question.  Who  signed  the  charter-parties  on  the  part  of  the  own- 
ers ,  of  these  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Generally  the  agents. 

Question.  Who  were  the  agents? 

Answer.  There  were  different  owners;  I  cannot  recollect  their 
names. 

Question.  Was  there,  in  the  chartering  of  these  vessels,  any  inter- 
vention of  a  third  party,  other  than  the  legitimate  brokers,  or  the 
owners  of  the  ressels. 

Answer.  None  that  I  am  aware  of ;  and  I  should  think  that  very  few 
brokers,  if  any,  chartered  those  vessels,  as  they  belonged  to  compa- 
nies ;  several  of  them  did,  and  I  chartered  them  of  the  agents  of  these 
companies.  I  will  say  here  that  I  have  made  it  a  rule,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  charter  directly  from  the  owners  of  vessels  in  all  cases, 
though  the  business  is  such  that  a  good  deal  of  it  is  necessarily  done 
through  brokers ;  the  merchants  themselves  do  it  for  small  vessels — 
sail  vessels. 
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Question.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  chartering  vessels  used 
about  Fortress  Monroe  and  on  the  Potomac  ? 

Answer.  For  Fortress  Monroe  I  have  not.  For  the  Potomac  I  have 
chartered  two  boats  for  ice-boats  to  keep  the  river  open,  by  order  of 
the  quartermaster  general.  One  of  them  was  the  John  Brooks,  which 
was  for  an  ice-boat,  and  the  other  was  the  Stevens,  a  tug-boat  fitted 
up  as  an  ice-boat. 

Question.  Who  did  you  charter  them  of? 

Answer.  I  chartered  both  from  their  owners.  The  John  Brooks 
I  chartered  from  one  ot  the  owners,  Captain  Acker.  As  to  the  other 
I  do  not  know  his  name,  but  it  was  from  the  owner  of  the  boat. 

Question.  What  did  you  pay  Captain  Acker  for  the  John  Brooks  ? 

Answer.  I  paid  him  $700  a  day.  For  the  Stevens  I  paid  $120. 
The  John  Brooks  is  a  large,  powerful  boat,  covered  with  oak  timber 
up  and  down,  and  then  the  iron  plating;  the  expenses  of  the  owners 
were  about  $6,000  to  put  her  in  condition.  She  was  a  heavy  freight 
boat,  and  was  chartered  for  a  freight  and  ice-boat. 

Question.  When  did  her  charter- p<irty  commence? 

Answer.  She  commenced,  I  think,  two  weeks  ago — two  or  three 
weeks. 

Question.  How  long  did  you  chyter  her  for  ? 

Answer.   For  ninety  days. 

Question.  Was  the  government  to  furnish  the  fuel? 

Answer.  I  believe  so.  I  would  not  say  positively.  There  are  some 
vessels  they  furnish  coal  to,  and  some  furnish  their  own  coal.  In 
some  the  government  furnishes  it  for  twenty  days,  and  they  for  the 
rest  of  the  time. 

Question.  Did  you  make  any  estimate  of  the  expense  of  running 
her  when  you  chartered  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  knew  tolerably  well.  She  was  chartered  before 
this,  I  think,  by  Captain  Hodges,  for  $800  a  day.  She  was  used  in 
the  army  of  the  Potomac  for  some  time;  I  do  not  know  how  long.  I 
reduced  her  $100,  and  with  very  great  reluctance  on  their  part,  be- 
cause an  ice-boat  is  in  danger  of  being  lost. 

Question.  Is  this  Captain  Acker  the  John  P.  Acker,  of  the  St. 
Nicholas  Hotel,  New  York? 

Answer.  John  P.  or  John  A.  Acker ;  he  owned  the  boat. 

Question.  Is  the  charter-party  dated  for  the  time  she  was  chartered 
for? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  from  the  time  she  was  taken  into  the  government 
service.  She  was  sent  from  Fortress  Monroe  to  Hatteras  with  troops 
and  stores,  but  was  taken  up  by  General  Dix  when  she  returned. 
They  had  no  boat  at  Hatteras  that  could  stand  that  trip  ;  she  was 
sent  there,  and  sent  immediately  up  here  when  she  got  back. 

Question  Did  you  have  those  transports  that  you  chartered  to  go 
to  Port  Royal  inspected  by  anybody  ? 

Answer.  They  all  have  their  inspection  papers. 

Question.  But  there  was  no  other  inspection  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  nothing  but  the  usual  inspection  of  the  usual 
United  States  inspectors  ;  but  they  were  all  good  new  boats  ;  I  knew 
them  to  be  so. 
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Qnestion.  Were  they  all  adapted  to  outside  navigation? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  for  outside  navigation,  at  that  season  of  the 
year,  I  knew  the  importance  of  it,  and  would  not  take  anything  but 
good  ones. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  sailing  vessels? 

Answer  No,  sir  ;  a  good  many  have  been  chartered  for  the  Banks 
expedition  ;  I  have  chartered  none. 

Question.  What  inconvenience  or  injury  to  the  government  arises 
from  chartering  vessels  as  they  were  formerly  chartered  by  public 
advertisement  through  the  quartermaster's  department  ? 

Answer.  If  we  had  time,  sir,  I  think  it  is  likely  that  that  would 
answer  very  well ;  but  the  exigencies  of  the  service,  the  many  troops 
that  we  have  scattered  around,  and  the  movements  that  are  to  be 
made,  render  it  impossible  to  go  through  that  form. 

Question.  Has  there  ever  been  an  expedition  got  up  with  vessels 
selected  in  a  shorter  time  than  two  or  three  weeks  ? 

Answer.  Probably  not,  sir  ;  it  depends  on  the  size  of  it. 

Question.  Has  there  ever  been  a  time  when  there  was  not,  in  New 
York,  Philadelphia,  and  the  other  eastern  ports,  all  the  vessels  that 
were  required  for  the  purposes  of  any  expedition  that  has  been  fitted 
out  ?     Have  there  not  been  vessels  enough  there  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  there  were  always  boats  enough  there. 

Question.  Would  not  a  week's  notice  in  the  newspapers  have  been 
effectual  to  bring  in  proposals  to  furnish  transportation? 

Answer.  Well,  I  hardly  think  so  in  military  operations.  If  we 
advertised  we  would  have  sues  a  diversity  of  offers,  owing  to  the 
different  classes  of  boats,  that  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to  decide 
which  was  the  lowest  oflFer. 

Question.  If  you  advertised  for  seagoing  outside  vessels  of  a  certain 
tonnage  that  would  pass  inspection,  would  you  not  be  able  to  secure 
them  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  we  could  secure  them,  but  not  with  the  despatch 
that  we  can  by  going  and  taking  them  up  at  once. 

Question.  The  shipping  men  of  New  York  say  that  you  could. 

Answer,  I  don't  know  ;  I  think  it  very  likely  that  if  we  were 
getting  up  a  large  expedition  and  had  time  to  advertise  it  would 
result  to  the  interest  of  the  government  to  advertise. 


•  Washington,  Monday^  January  12,  1863. 

John  F.  Pickrell,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows  : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  residence  and  occupation. 
Answer.  Baltimore  city.     Commission  merchant. 
Question.  How  long  have  you  resided  in  Baltimore? 
Answer.  Nearly  20  years;  18 or  19  years. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  as  a  commission  mer- 
chant ? 

Answer.  Since  I  have  been  there — 18  years. 

Question.  What  kind  of  a  commission  merchant? 

Answer,  Well,  8ir,  my  business  has  been  very  much  witht\i^%<i\x\.\i. 
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My  principal  business  is  cotton,  rice,  and  sugar — wholly  on  commis- 
sion. I  have  done  some  English  business — not  as  much  as  my  southern 
business — and  some  eastern  business.  I  did  quite  a  large  business 
with  Eastport  and  Portland,  and  some  business  with  Bangor. 

Question.  Have  you  been  in  the  shipping  business? 

Answer.  0,  yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  been  a  broker  in  vessels  ? 

Answer.  No^  sir,  unless  that  would  be  embraced  ia  my  commission 
business  I  have  chartered  very  many  vessels.  I  did  the  Eastport 
business. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  them,  as  the  agent,  of  the  owners  of  the 
vessels  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  did  the  Eastport  business  for  several  years, 
and  chartered  nearly  all  their  vessels. 

Question.  Who  has  been  your  partner  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Butts.  My  business  commenced  in  Baltimore  as 
Butts,  Pickrell  &  Co  George  W.  Butts,  E.  Pickrell  &  Co.  My 
brother,  of  Georgetown,  and  myself  were  partners. 

Question.  Is  that  partnership  still  existing? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  that  lasted  only  for  two  years.  E.  Pickrell  &  Co. 
retired,  and  the  business  was  continued  under  the  style  of  Butts,  Pick- 
rell &  Co.,  only  Mr.  Butts  and  myself  being  the  partners. 

Question.  Are  you  and  Mr.  Butts  still  associated  together  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  that  partnership  expired  about  eight  years  ago — 
it  may  even  be  nine  years.  I  speak  from  recollection,  and  cannot  tell 
positively.  I  then,  for  probably  a  year  afterwards,  did  business  in  my 
own  name ;  only,  I  wound  up  the  business  of  Butts,  Pickrell  ^'  Co.  I 
had  the  settlement  of  the  whole  of  the  affairs  of  their  business.  I 
then  took  in  as  a  partner  with  me  a  young  man  named  Louis  Warring- 
ton, whom  I  had  raised.  My  business  was  then  done  under  the  name 
of  John  F..  Pickrell  &  Co.,  up  to  May,  1861.  Mr.  Warrington  was 
from  Virginia,  and  got  into  the  riot  in  Baltimore  in  April.  I  did 
not  choose  to  be  compromised  by  it,  and  insisted  upon  the  firm  being 
dissolved.  It  was  dissolved,  and  he  went  south,  and  is  now  south — 
at  least  I  believe  he  is.  I  have  heard  nothing  from  him  for  over  a 
year.  Since  then  I  have  done  business  in  my  own  name,  John  F. 
Pickrell. 

Question.  Have  you  any  partner  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  have  no  partner,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  a  partner  in  any  business  ?  * 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who? 

Answer.  Mr.  Coblens.     I  would  like  to  explain  that. 

Question.  Is  he  your  general  partner? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  at  all.     I  have  no  general  partner. 

Question.  What  is  he  partner  in  ? 

Answer.  We  own  vessels  together — that  is  to  say,  I  own  part  and 
he  owns  part,  and  others  own  parts  of  them.  The  interest  is  distinct, 
defined  by  regular  bills  of  sale.  The  forage  business  that  has  been 
done  there  I  have  settled  and  closed  up.  I  charged  a  commission  on 
it,  and  put  the  amount  of  profit  on  the  account,  $5,600,  which  was 
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the  entire  profit  to  the  or  credit  of  Mr.  Coblens.    I  charged  my  commis- 
sion recollect,  and  what  I  made  was  about  what  he  made  on  it. 

Question.   Did  you  charge  your  commission,  too  ? 

Answer.  I  charged  it  to  the  account,  sir. 

Question.  To  the  account  of  what,  and  of  whom  ? 

Answer.  To  the  account  of  the  disbursements  for  account — the 
money  that  I  have  disbursed  in  the  purchase  of  hay,  oats,  corn,  &c. 

Question.  You  and  Coblens  are  interested  in  furnishing  the  oats, 
hay,  corn,  &c.,  are  you  ? 

Answer.  We  are  interested  in  this  way :  I  have  no  transactions 
whatever  with  Colonel  Belger  ;  I  cannot  have  any  ;  would  not  have 
any.  He  is  a  rude,  rough  man,  and  I  had  a  very  violent  quarrel  with 
him  in  July  or  August,  1861.  I  am  now  speaking  from  recollection, 
too,  sir.  I  am  coming  as  near  as  I  can.  Colonel  Belger  and  myself 
had  a  conversation.  Our  conversation  was  upon  simply  a  matter  of 
common,  ordinary  intercourse,'  and  it  occurred  in  the  presence  of  other 
gentlemen.  When  I  saw  him  again  he  said  I  had  insulted  him.  I 
simply  said  to  him  :  ^^  If  I  have  insulted  you,  please  take  your  satis- 
faction ;  I  am  perfectly  responsible,  as  you  very  well  know."  That 
is  the  last  intercourse  I  ever  had  with  him.  I  thought  he  was  particu- 
larly rude  and  rough  to  me.  I  ought  to  make  a  little  explanation  here. 
I  want  to  be  particular  upon  this  point.  Colonel  Belger  came  to  Balti- 
more when  the  city  was  excited,  and  he  brought  letters  of  introduc- 
tion t<o  me.  I  called  to  see  him  ;  invited  him  to  my  house ;  was  polite 
to  him  ;  proposed  to  have  him  invited  to  the  club  there,  and  was  more 
particularly  polite  to  him  because  of  the  circumstances  that  existed  at  the 
time  in  Baltimore.  We  had  an  unfortunate  state  of  things  in  Balti- 
more. There  are  people  in  Baltimore  who  had  undertaken  to  frown 
down  those  who  take  a  position  in  opposition  to  theirs.  I  had  been 
very  solicitous  about  Colonel  Belger.  My  brother  wrote  to  me  from 
Georgetown,  They  were  masons  and  acquaintances.  My  brother 
wrote  to  me  that  Colonel  Belger  was  a  gentleman  that  I  must 
be  polite  to.  I  tried  to  be  particularly  polite,  and  was  exceedingly 
offended  when  he  was  rude  to  me  in  his  office,  and  I  spoke  sharply 
to  him.  .  He  then  said  that  I  had  insulted  him,  and  put  it  in  that 
way.  I  said:  **  Well,  you  must  take  your  satisfaction  ;  I  am  per- 
fectly responsible."  Since  then  I  have  had  not  half  a  dozen  inter- 
views of  any  kind  with  Colonel  Belger  ;  none  on  business.  That  oc- 
curred in  July  or  August,  1861. 

Question.  Are  you  and  Coblens  interested  in  furnishing  forage  to 
the  army  ? 

Answer.  We  are  interested  in  this  way :  I  have  made  disbursements 
for  account  of  forage,  and  I  have  charged  the  account  with  money. 
I  have  paid  for  forage,  and  I  have  charged  a  commission  on  that. 
That  account  is  settled  up,  and  my  commission  amounts  to  about  what 
Mr.  Coblens's  profits  are — not  much  exceeding  them,  if  at  all. 

Question.  Coblens  had  the  contract  with  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  he  had  everything  of  that  kind. 

Question.  It  was  in  his  name? 

Answer.  0,  yes,  sir.     I  never  collected  anything. 

Question.  He  made  the  contract  and  collected  the  money? 
Eep.  Com.  84 14 
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Answer.  0,  yes,  air. 

Question.  He  furnished  the  capital  to  buy  it  with? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  excepting  that  very  often — I  suppose  three- 
fourths  of  the  time — I  was  more  or  less  in  advance. 

Question.  In  advance  of  what? 

Answer.  In  advance  of  receipts  of  money  from  him. 

Question.  How  much  capital  did  Mr.  Coblens  put  into  this  forage 
business  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  you. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  put  in? 

Answer.  I  have  put  in  no  capital  at  all. 

Question.  You  did  the  business  ? 

Answer.  I  did  the  business  and  made  the  advances.  I  am  in  ad- 
vance now  twenty-five  thousand  dollars,  upon  Mr.  Coblens's  business. 

Question.  You  advanced  money  to  enable  him  to  do  the  business? 

Answer.  Very  often,  sir. 

Question.  You  advanced  money  to  enable  him  to  buy  this  forage 
with  it? 

Answer.  Sometimes  I  did. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  advance  to  him? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  you  at  all.  He  had  facilities  for  raising 
money  which  I  knew  nothing  of.  I  knew  nothing  whatever  about 
the  man.  I  never  heard  of  him  before  this  business  was  proposed  to 
me. 

Question.  Who  proposed  it  to  you  ? 

Answer.  Colonel  Belger.  Colonel  Belgerdid  not  propose  it  to  me, 
exactly,  but  it  was  through  Colonel  Belger.  I  saw  this  man  in 
Colonel  Belger's  office.  That  was  the  first  acquaintance  or  know- 
ledge I  had  of  Coblens.  Although  living  in  Baltimore  for  sixteen 
years  previous,  I  had  never  heard  of  the  man.  He  is  a  Jew,  and  an 
excellent  man. 

Question.  Your  commissions  and  percentage  on  this  forage  amounted 
to  what? 

Answer.  To  just  about  what  he  makes. 

Question.  Less  than  seven  thousand  dollars  ? 

Answer.  Between  six  and  seven  thousand.  That  is  his  entire 
profit  on  the  forage  he  has  furnished  Colonel  Belger. 

Question.  That  is  his  profit  on  the  business  with  which  you  have 
been  connected  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Has  he  had  other  business  besides? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  tell.     Coblens  was  a  horse  trader. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  his  trading  in  horses  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Now  in  regard  to  the  steamboat  business :  what  vessels 
is  Coblens  interested  in  ? 

Answer.  It  would  require  a  little  time  to  state,  sir.  I  will  begin 
with  the  Baltimore,  the  Patapsco,  the  Haswell,  the  barge  Delaware, 
the  Fairy  Queen,  the  James  Murray,  the  Lily,  the  Miss  Mary,  the 
Telegraph,  the  Cecil.    I  believe  that  winds  up,  sir ;  I  think  so. 

Question.  What  interest  has  Mr.  Coblens  in  the  Baltimore  ? 
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newer.  He  has  a  little  over  one-fonrth.  There  is  a  one-fifth  inter- 
[leld  by  Col.  Sam.  Bell,  of  Fortress  Monroe  ;  a  one-fonrth  interest 
I  by  W.  W.  McFarlane ;  eleven-fortieths  by  Mr.  Coblens,  and 
en-fortieths  by  me. 

uestion.  How  came  Bell  to  be  interested  in  the  Baltimore? 
nswer.  The  Baltimore  belonged  to  Friend,  Bicketts  &  Co.  They 
B  of  Baltimore.  She  was  chartered  to  the  government  by  Cap- 
Hodges,  and  the  charter-party  had  run  some  three  months.  The 
ments  in  New  York  were  very  dilatory,  and  they  were  exceedingly 
ly  men.  They  had  been  in  trouble  in  the  difficulties  that  oc- 
-ed  in  Baltimore.  They  were  liquidating  their  business.  They 
d  not  collect  their  money  as  promptly  as  they  wanted  it,  and,  in 
Ltion  to  that,  they  were  charged  with  being  secessionists,  and  they 
every  reason  to  believe  from  the  action  of  Mr.  Hoffman,  the  col- 
or of  the  port  at  Baltimore,  that  she  would  be  thrown  out  of  ser- 
I.  There  were  two  circumstances  operating  on  them  to  compel  a 
>  of  that  vessel, 
uestion.  I  asked  about  Bell. 

.nswer.  They  offered  the  vessel,  with  the  accumulated  charter, 
>n't  recollect  how  much  that  was,  for  $45,000.  Mr.  Coblens  said 
;  Mr.  Clarke  agreed  to  loan  him  the  money,  but  he  was  afraid  to 
.  While  this  thing  was  in  negotiation,  James  M.  Hunt,  of  Nor- 
,  came  up  to  Baltimore  on  business.  He  and  Coblens  were 
ids.  He  proposed  to  Captain  Hunt  to  take  an  interest  in  that 
el,  and  said,  if  so,  he  would  buy  her.  The  proposition  was 
pted  by  Captain  Hunt,  and  then  he  came  to  me  to  take  an  in- 
Bt.  I  said,  "Yes."  He  said,  "  If  you  take  an  interest,  I  will 
her."  Captain  Hunt  told  me  he  intended  to  remit  Coblens 
money  for  his  interest— one-fifth.  He  wrote  me  afterwards  that 
bblens  would  send  him  a  bill  of'  sale  he  would  remit  him  the 
ley.  Coblens  did  send  him  a  sale  bill,  but  he  did  not  remit  the 
ley .  He  gave  the  order  to  have  this  sale  bill  made  in  the  name  of 
Samuel  Bell,  whom  Coblens  well  knows — so  his  letter  read.  I 
lot  know  it. 

uestion.  Who  is  Captain  Hunt? 

nswer.  He  is  the  wharfinger,  I  suppose,  at  Fortress  Monroe, 
uestion.  Is  he  harbor-master  ?  * 

nswer.  No,  sir,  he  is  not  harbor-master.  He  is  an  employ^  of 
government  at  Fortress  Monroe.  I  do  not  know  his  official  posi- 
.  He  is  not  harbor-master.  He  is  a  very  accomplished  man  in 
els. 

uestion.  Is  he  a  Baltimorean  ? 

nswer.  No,  sir.  I  have  seen  him  a  good  many  times,  and  he  has 
t  admirable  judgment  about  a  vessel ;  probably  a  great  deal  of 
p^ledge  of  vessels. 

uestion.  Was  the  Baltimore  paid  for  at  the  time  she  was  pur- 
eed? 

nswer.  She  was  paid  for  within  ten  days. 

uestion.  How  was  the  money  raised  with  which  she  was  paid  for  ? 
nswer.  Coblens  borrowed  it.  I  informed  myself  particularly  on 
.  point  by  inquiry  at  the  Citizens'  Bank.  I  went  there,  and  Mr. 
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Gest,  the  cashier  of  the  Citizens'  Bank,  told  me  he  lent  Mr.  Cohlens 
forty-five  thousand  dollars  to  buy  the  Baltimore.  I  would  remark 
that  the  whole  of  Mr.  Coblens's  papers  were  always  left  at  the  Citi- 
zens' Bank  as  collateral  security  for  large  sums  of  money,  which  he 
always  owed  them. 

Question.  Then  Coblens  made  all  the  advances  for  the  Baltimore? 

Answer.  Every  dollar.     He  borrowed  the  money  from  Mr.  Gest. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  be  interested  in  the  Baltimore? 

Answer.  That  was  the  agreement  at  the  time  of  the  purchase, 
agreed  to  take  an  interest. 

Question.  What  advantage  was  it  to  Coblens  to  let  you  have  an 
interest  if  he  had  to  pay  for  her  ? 

Answer.  1  suppose,  in  the  first  place,  he  could  not  have  borrowed 
the  money  excepting  with  a  full  knowledge  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Gest 
that  I  was  managing  and  controlling  that  boat,  and  that  the  funds 
should  be  appropriated,  in  accordance  with  his  contract,  for  the  return 
of  the  money. 

Question.  How  much  was  she  chartered  for  ? 

Answer.  Two  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  a  day. 

Question.  When  was  that? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell,  sir.  It  was  certainly  three  months  previous 
to  that  purchase  by  Mr.  Coblens. 

Question.  The  Baltimore,  by  this  time,  has  paid  for  herself? 

Answer.  She  still  owes,  on  the  account,  about  $18,000.  Then  there 
is  back  freight  due  her.  She  has  probably  about  paid  for  herself. 
There  would  not  be  much  difference  either  way. 

Question.  What  interest  have  you  in  the  Patapsco? 

Answer.  I  have  one-half  interest  in  the  Patapsco.  I  had  one-third, 
and  afterwards  bought  the  half  of  another  share. 

Question.  Who  owns  the  other  half? 

Answer.  Mr.  Coblens. 

Question.  How  much  is  she  chartered  for? 

Answer.  She  is  not  chartered  at  all.     She  is  out  of  service. 

Question.  When  did  you  buy  her  ? 

Answer.  I  really  cannot  tell,  sir. 

Question.  How  long  has  she  been  in  government  employment  ? 

Answer.  Six  months  probably,  sir.     She  may  have  been  even  more. 

Question.  What  was  she  chartered  for  ? 

Answer.  Eighty-five  dollars  a  day. 

Question.  What  did  you  pay  for  her  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Hall  bought  her,  or  rather  brought  her  to  the  atten- 
tion of  Mr.  Coblens.  Captain  Leslie,  the  city  commissioner,  sold  her 
to  Mr.  Coblens  from  the  city.  The  sale  bill  came  from  the  mayor, 
the  present  mayor  of  the  city,  for  $1,200.  I  do  not  want  you  to 
leave  the  Patapsco  without  letting  me  make  some  explanation. 

Question.  You  can  do  so? 

Answer.  The  Patapsco  is  an  iron  boat,  built  by  Wells  &  Miller, 
whom  I  sent  for  to  make  particular  inquiries  in  reference  to  her.  She 
was  built  by  contract  by  Wells  &  Miller  for  South  America,  at  a  cost 
of  $10,000.  The  parties  who  sent  them  this  order  failed,  and  they 
had  the  boat  thrown  on  their  hands.    Mr.  Wells  told  me  that  she 
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cost  him  between  eight  and  nine  thousand  dollars,  and  if  the  sale  had 
been  consummated  he  would  have  made  a  very  poor  business  out  of  it. 
She  drew  but  three  feet  water.  She  is  an  iron  double  engine  boat. 
I  consider,  and  he  considers,  and  he  has  more  knowledge  of  such  mat- 
ters than  myself,  although  I  am  familiar  with  them,  that  she  was  a 
cheap  contract  at  $10,000.  The  city  (under  this  appropriation  by  Con- 

fress  to  do  some  dredging  there)  bought  this  boat  at  about  $6,000.  She 
raw  three  feet  of  water.  They  put  a  false  keel  on  her,  making  her 
draw  four  and  a  half  feet.  After  the  appropriation  ceased,  this  and 
a  good  many  other  boats  were  thrown  on  the  hands  of  the  city.  She 
lay  in  that  condition  for  two  years.  It  was  then  that  she  was  bought 
at  $1,200.  The  bills  of  repairs  upon  her  amount,  as  I  can  establish, 
to  beyond  $5,000;  that  is  the  whole  cost,  including  the  $1,200 — be- 
tween five  and  six  thousand,  certainly  as  much  as  five,  that  is,  for  the 
repairs  and  first  cost,  ($1,200.)  The  expense  attending  her  has  been 
very  large  since,  and  it  has  not  been  a  very  profitable  business.  She 
has  required  very  large  repairs^  and  a  very  large  crew. 

Question.  Do  your  books  show  that  the  repairs  upon  her  amount 
to  between  five  and  six  thousand  dollars  ? 

Answer.  I  say,  (including  the  first  cost,)  it  exceeds  that,  it  exceeds 
$5,000. 

Question.  We  have  testimony  here  showing  it  to  be  $2,700. 

Answer.  That  is  probably  one  of  the  bills.  It  simply  is  not  correct. 
I  wish  to  know  if  ray  testimony  conflicts  in  any  way  with  any  other, 
and  I  think  it  simply  due  to  me  to  have  an  opportunity,  and  I  will 
produce  vouchers  for  everything  I  say. 

Question.  How  about  the  Has  well  ? 

Answer.  The  Has  well  was  bought  from  a  man  named  Johnson. 
She  cost  twenty-four  or  five  hundred  dollars,  and  incidentally  a  large 
bill  of  repairs.     To  what  extent  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  When  was  she  chartered  to  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Four  or  five  months,  or  may  be  six  months  previous  to  the 
purchase. 

Question.  Is  she  still  employed  by  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  It  was  several  months  previous  to  the  purchase 
by  Coblens  that  she  was  chartered. 

Question.  When  was  she  bought? 

Answer.  She  was  bought  after  the  Patapsco. 

Question.  How  long  afterwards  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  When  she  was  taken  into  the  employment  of  the  govern- 
ment how  much  was  she  chartered  for? 

Answer.  Forty  dollars  a  day. 

Question.  The  Delaware,  is  she  still  in  the  employment  of  the  gov- 
ernment ? 

Answer.  The  Delaware  was  a  very  large  barge.  She  was  sunk  at 
Lookout. 

Question.  How  much  was  she  chartered  at  per  day  i 

Answer.  The  Delaware  and  Lioness  were  chartered  together — bought 
together.     They  had  been  in  charter  four  months  when  Mr.  Coblens 
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bought  them.  They  were  at  $115  a  day  for  the  two— forty-five  and 
seventy. 

Question.  What  has  become  of  the  Lioness  ? 

Answer.  The  Lioness  is  here  in  charge  of  Colonel  Bucker. 

Question.  Does  she  belong  to  Goblens  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  does  she  pay. 

Answer.  Forty-five  dollars  a  day. 

Question.  Did  Coblens  pay  for  her? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  own  an  equal  interest  ? 

Answer.  I  have  an  equal  interest  with  him  in  both  those  boats. 

Question.  The  Fairy  Queen? 

Answer.  The  Fairy  Queen  is  in  Baltimore.  She  has  been  down  to 
Acquia  Creek,  but  she  is  back. in  Baltimore,  I  think. 

Question.  Is  she  in  the  employ  of  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  At  how  much  a  day  ? 

Answer.  At  forty  dollars  ? 

Question.  Are  you  interested  in  her  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Equally  with  Coblens. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  did  she  cost? 

Answer.  About  $6,000.  I  cannot  tell  you  particularly ;  may  be 
|5,600. 

Question.  The  James  Murray  ? 

Answer.  The  James  Murray  is  at  Hatteras  ;  at  least  I  presume  so. 

Question.  Is  she  in  the  employment  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  At  how  much  a  day  ? 

Answer.  She  is  getting  but  $75  a  day.  The  colonel  very  unfairly, 
I  think,  reduced  the  charter  there. 

Question.  When? 

Answer.  Two  or  three  months  ago. 

Question.  How  much  did  she  cost? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  you,  sir.  We  own  her.  I  own  one-half  of 
three-fourths  of  her,  and  Mr.  Coblens  one-half  of  three-fourths. 

Question.  Who  owns  the  other  one-fourth  ? 

Answer.  The  captain. 

Question.  The  Miss  Mary? 

Answer.  The  Miss  Mary  is  at  Fortress  Monroe. 

Question.  How  much  did  she  cost. 

Answer.  She  cost  $1,250,  first  cost,  but  her  repairs,  &c.,  run  it  up 
to  $2,250  or  $2,300. 

Question.  How  much  is  she  chartered  for  ? 

Answer.  Twenty-five  dollars  a  day. 

Question.  A»e  you  jointly  interested  in  her? 

Answer.  Not  jointly  interested.  I  have  a  distinct  interest  in  one- 
half.  My  interests  are  represented  by  bills  of  sale,  showing  a 
distinct  interest. 
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Question.  The  Lily? 

Answer.  She  is  also  at  Fortress  Monroe,  and  is  chartered  at  $35  a 
day.  I  have  an  interest  in  her.  I  would  say  in  reference  to  the 
Lily  and  the  Miss  Mary  I  made  those  charters.  The  Lily  is  making 
twenty  dollars  a  day  less  than  I  expected  to  have  got  and  should 
have  got,  and  the  Miss  Mary  about  ten  dollars  less.  It  is  impossible 
for  those  boats  to  make  any  money  at  those  rates. 

Question.  The  Telegraph  ? 

Answer.  The  Telegraph  is  at  Fort  Delaware. 

Question.  How  much  are  you  getting  for  her  ? 

Answer.  One  hundred  and  twenty-five  dollars  a  day. 

Question.  Do  you  own  her  ? 

Answer.  I  own  one-half  of  her.  I  originally  owned  one-third 
in  her. 

Question.  How  much  did  she  cost  ? 

Answer.  She  cost  $2,200  here  ;  I  mean,  in  the  first  place,  she  cost 
$2,200.  She  had  a  bill  of  repairs  at  Muller's  of  about  $3,000,  and 
her  machinery  repairs  were  from  $2,500  to  $3,000  more.  She  cost  us 
seven  or  eight  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  Is  she  owned  by  you  and  Coblens  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  any  one  else  interested  in  her  ? 

Answer.  I  had  but  one-third  interest,  but  afterward  we  bought  out 
the  man  who  was  interested  one-third.  « 

Question.  The  Cecil  ? 

Answer.  The  Cecil  was  bought  by  Mr.  Coblens  from  a  man  named 
Bice  for  $6,000.  She  was  sunk  at  Fortress  Monroe,  and  has  been 
raif^ed,  towed  up,  and  repaired  by  us  at  Baltimore. 

Question.  Is  she  now  in  the  employment  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  She  was  only  finished  on  Saturday,  if  on  Saturday. 

Question.  Is  she  in  the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  She  has  been  repairing  for  six  weeks  or  two  weeks— cer- 
tainly not. 

Question.  Have  you  or  Coblens,  or  you  and  Coblens  jointly,  re- 
ceived pay  for  any  vessels  whilst  they  have  been  undergoing  repairs  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Through  what  agents  were  those  boats  bought  ? 

Answer.  Through  Mr.  A.  C.  Hall,  many  of  them. 

Question.  Who  were  the  others  bought  through  ? 

Answer.  All  the  others  not  bought  through  Mr.  Hall  were 
bought  through  me. 

Question.  What  vessels  were  bought  through  you  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  other  agent  except  Mr.  Hall. 

Question.  Was  any  one  of  them  bought  through  you  and  not 
through  the  instrumentality  of  Mr.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  one? 

Answer.  The  Telegraph. 

Question.  Is  there  any  other  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.     I  do  not  recollect  any  other. 

Question.  What  percentage  was  paid  to  Mr.  Hall  for  his  ? 
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Answer.  Nothing,  ir.  He  got  his  commission  from  the  selling 
party,  which  is  nsnal. 

Question.  Are  you,  or  is  Coblens,  paying  him  any  commission  on 
the  earnings  of  these  vessels. 

Answer.  Five  per  cent» 

Question.  And  no  more  ? 

Answer.  No  more  than  five  per  cent. 

Question.  So  long  as  they  contii\ue  in  the  government  embloy  Hall 
is  entitled  to  five  per  cent,  of  the  earnings  ? 

Answer.  That  is  what  I  understand.  That  is  what  I  feel  bound 
to  carry  out  with  him. 

Question.  Do  you  know  through  what  inducement  you  and  Cob- 
lens were  induced,  or  Coblens  alone,  was  induced  to  buy  the  Cecil  ? 

Answer.  Yes. 

Question.  What  was  the  inducement  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Hall  advised  me  to  buy  her.  He  had  a  fuss,  a 
quarrel,  with  the  previous  owner,  Mr.  Rice.  This  is  according  to 
Mr.  Bice's  statement,  not  mine,  and  I  do  not  want  to  be  considered 
as  indorsing  it.  He  had  some  difficulty,  however,  with  Mr.  Rice,  the 
former  owner.  He  came  to  me  and  advised  me  to  buy  the  Cecil.  I 
told  Mr.  Coblens  about  it.  He  went  in  and  had  a  talk  with  Mr. 
Hall,  and  the  conclusion  that  they  came  to  was  to  give  $3,000  for 
her.  Coblens  came  back  and  said,  *'  Go  right  off,  and  if  Rice  will  sell 
the  Cecil  for  $5,0(M),  buy  her."  I  got  into  the  carriage  and  went 
down  immediately  to  Mr.  Rice's.  He  is  in  Old  Town.  The  address 
came  from  |Mr.  Hall,  of  his  residence.  I  went  down  and  he  offered 
her  for  $5,000  and  would  not  take  less,  and  agreed  to  give  me  until 
next  morning  to  decide.  I  introduced  him  to  Mr.  Coblens  and  he 
and  Mr.  Coblens  concluded  the  purchase,  and  Mr.  Coblens  paid  for  her. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Hall  telling  Coblens  that  if  he  did  not 
buy  her  he  would  cause  his  other  charter-parties  to  be  taken  away 
from  him? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  Hall  would  not  have  dared  to.  I  do  not  know 
of  any  such  thing.  Hall  would  not  have  dared  to  have  said  such  a 
thing  to  me,  and  I  think  Coblens  would  have  told  me  if  he  had  said 
it  to  him.  « 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  declaring  that  he  would  have  the 
charter-party  to  Mr.  Rice  canceled  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not  know  anything  of  the  kind.  Mr.  Rice, 
I  understand,  says  so,  but  that  is  very  absurd,  because  that  boat  was 
at  Fortress  Monroe,  and  it  was  a  charter-party  that  Hall  had  no  more 
control  over  than  I  had  at  the  time.  I  understand  that  Bice  says  so, 
however,  but  I  do  not  believe  it  is  the  truth. 

Question.  Was  not  Hall  a  kind  of  general  agent  there  for  the 
quartermaster  ? 

Answer.  Not  for  the  quartermaster,  I  think.  I  have  never  known 
his  agency,  as  agent  for  the  quartermaster,  to  be  recognized. 

Question.  Who  was  he  agent  for? 

Answer.  He  was  more  the  go-between  of  Colonel  Belger. 

Question.  Who  selected  Hall — was  it  Mr.  Tucker  or  Colonel  Belger  ? 

Answer.  I  think,  probably,  Mr.  Tucker  first  selected  him,  and 
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Colonel  Belger,  who  did  not  like  to  take  the  responsibility,  was  very 
glad  to  get  a  man  who  was  elected  by  higher  authority.  The  whole 
of  that  connexion  has  originated  in  that  way  ;  that  is  my  own  im- 
pression ;  I  do  not  know  ;  I  have  no  donbt  that  that  is  the  governing 
motive  with  Colonel  Belger  in  reference  to  Hall. 

Question.  I  understand  that  there  is  no  general  partnership  between 
you  and  Coblens  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  But  in  these  vessels  there  is  a  special  partnership? 

Answer.  There  is  a  defined,  distinct  interest — yes,  sir. 

Question.  I  understand  that  he  has  advanced  the  money  with  which 
to  buy  the  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  That  you  have  attended  to  the  business  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  and  I  charge  a  commission  on  my  disburse- 
ments. 

Question.  Do  you  charge  a  commission  on  his  half? 

Answer.  I  charge  a  commission  on  the  vessel's  accounts — yes,  sir  ; 
just  as  regularly  as  if  the  vessel  were  consigned  to  me. 

Question.  Is  your  commission  upon  the  whole  of  the  receipts  of 
the  vessel,  including  your  half,  or  do  you  mean,  by  your  commission, 
the  half  that  you  get  you  receive  in  lieu  of  a  commission? 

Answer.  I  charge  upon  the  whole  amount,  and  when  I  settle  the 
account — take  the  Baltimore  for  instance,  if  you  please — I  charge 
upon  all  my  disbursements  on  account  of  the  Baltimore.  There  are 
four  interests  in  the  Baltimore.  I  settle  that  account.  If  there  was 
$10^000  to  the  credit  of  that  account,  I  then  put  those  amounts  to  the 
credit  of  the  parties  in  accordance  with  their  interest.  Take  the  Tele- 
graph as  an  example.  The  Telegraph  had  three  interests.  Mr. 
Cahn  had  one-third,  Mr.  Coblens  one-third,  and  I  one-third.  I 
charged  a  commission  on  the  whole  of  her  disbursements. 

Question.  You  received  one- third  of  the  net? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  Coblens  one-third,  and  this  man  Cahn  one- 
third.     He  is  a  nephew  of  Coblens. 

Question.  Is  he  on  the  boat,  running  on  her? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  He  is  a  merchant  on  North  street,  Baltimore. 
He  does  some  business  there  and  has  some  little  money.  He  paid 
three  thousand  dollars  cash  for  his  interest. 

Question.  How  came  Coblens  to  form  this  sort  of  combination  with 
you,  or  you  with  him? 

Answer.  I  have  told  you  already  my  acquaintance  with  Coblens 
commenced  with  Colonel  Belger.  1  have  also  told  you  that  Colonel 
Belger  and  myself  had  some  difficulty,  and  I  told  him  that  I  would 
have  nothing  more  to  do  with  his  office.  Mr.  Coblens  then  said  he 
wanted  to  keep  up  the  business,  and  he  could  get  along  with  Colonel 
Belger  ;  he  was  too  ignorant  or  too  little  acquainted  with  business  to 
attend  to  such  matters  himself.  That  was  the  beginning  of  it,  and 
it  has  greatly  extended. 

Question.  Did  you  make  that  arrangement  with  Coblens  in  regard 
to  the  vessels,  as  well  as  in  regard  to  the  forage,  upon  the  recom- 
mendation ot  Colonel  Belger  ? 
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Answer.  Please  do  not  understand  me  that  it  was  upon  the  recom- 
mendation of  Colonel  Belger  that  I  have  done  anything,  for  I  have 
done  nothing  upon  his  recommendation. 

Question.  I  thought  you  said  you  did  in  regard  to  this  forage? 

Answer.  Then  I  have  incorrectly  stated  it.  My  relations  with 
Colonel  Belger  would  not  justify  me  in  stating  that  I  did  anything 
upon  his  recommendation.  I  intended  to  say  that  I  met  Mr.  Ooblens 
at  his  office^  and  was  introduced,  or  rather  named  to  Coblens,  because 
there  was  no  introduction  whatever.  Colonel  Belger  says :  ^^  Here 
is  a  perfect  Rothschild.''  This  was  the  first  I  ever  saw  of  him.  He 
was  then  in  the  horse  business,  which  I  knew  nothing  about,  and  of 
course  co'Tld  not  mix  myself  up  with.  When  Colonel  Belger  and 
myself  had  this  quarrel — for  it  was  a  quarrel,  it  was  rudeness  on  his 
part — I  said,  "1  will  not  come  to  your  office  any  more."  He  had 
worried  me  a  great  deal  in  providing  clerks  for  him.  I  had  no  profit 
resulting  from  it  at  all.  The  arrangement,  if  it  is  an  arrangement, 
was  as  casual  as  anything  you  can  imagine.  I  have  been  going  on 
with  my  regular  business— doing  my  regular  business.  He  proposed 
it.  He  said  he  could  raise  money  and  put  me  in  funds  to  do  the 
business.  He  has  so  much  confidence  in  me  that  I  think  he  would  be 
satisfied  with  anything  I  would  do.  He  has  great  confidence  in  my 
judgment,  and  if  Mr.  Coblens  has  had  any  success  in  the  business  he 
is  doing,  it  is  very  much 

Question.  How  (ptppens  it  that  Coblens  should  have  had  such  con- 
fidi^oe  in  you  when  he  did  not  know  you  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know,  sir. 

Question.  Who  recommended  you  to  Coblens  ? 

Answer.  Upon  my  word  I  don't  know.  I  can  only  tell  you  all  that 
occurred.  Coblens  was  sitting  in  Colonel  Belger's  office,  rather  in 
the  back  corner,  and  Belger  in  his  rough  way  called  out,  ^^There  is  a 
perfect  Rothschild,  and  there  is  a  man  who  will  have  my  business,*' 
or  ^^who  is  doing  business  for  me,"  or  something  of  the  kind.  But 
there  was  no  arrangement  that  was  ever  proposed — no  recommenda- 
tion of  an  arrangement. 

Question.  You  went  into  the  business  upon  that  declaration  of  Bel- 
ger, that  Coblens  was  to  do  his  business  ? 

Answer.  I  went  into  an  isolated  matter.  Coblens  says,  ^^I  want 
ten  thousand  bushels  of  oats  ;  here  is  the  money  to  buy  it  with."  I 
bought  it  and  charged  it  and  put  the  money  to  his  credit.  The  next 
day  he  would  want  five  thousand  bushels  of  oats  or  oom.^  The  busi- 
ness has  gradually  gone  on  in  that  way  until  it  resulted  in  Mr.  Hall 
proposing  to  Mr.  Coblens  to  buy  a  steamboat,  and  Coblens  coming  to 
me  to  know  whether  he  should  do  it,  and  saying  he  would  do  it  pro- 
vided I  would  take  an  interest.  From  that  time  up  to  the  present 
the  forage  business  has  been  a  secondary  matter  entirely,  and  of  very 
little  importance. 

Question.  In  whose  name  is  the  business  transacted  ? 

Answer.  Under  the  name  of  Coblens.  I  have  not  collected  a  dollar 
from  the  government,  that  is  to  say,  I  have  never  collected  a  cent 
since  the  business  commenced. 

Question.  Are  the  charter-parties  in  Coblens' s  name? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir,  except  where  they  are  transferred. 

Question.  They  were  all  originally  in  his  name  or  else  assigned  to 
him. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  except  the  Lily  and  Miss  Mary,  which  I  told  you 
I  had  chartered.  They  are  recent  charters,  just  made.  The  charters 
were  only  received  on  Saturday  from  Colonel  Thomas. 

Question.  The  business  is  all  transacted  in  Coblens's  name  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  altogether. 

Question.  Is  the  bank  account  kept  in  his  name? 

Answer.  He  keeps  his  own  bank  account. 

Question.  You  have  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  nothing  whatever.  I  know  nathing  whatever 
about  it. 

Question*  He  ixirnishes  all  the  money? 

Answer.  He  should  furnish  all  the  money,  but  he  has  not  done  it. 

Question.  You  get  one  half  af  the  profits  arising  from  the  trans- 
action ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  get  my  proportion. 

Question.  You  own  as  much  as  he  does  of  all  these  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  do,  except  in  the  case  of  the  Telegraph.  I  do 
there  since  we  bought  Cahn  out. 

Question.  Then  you  get  the  same  amount  of  profit  that  he  does. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  get  a  little  more ;  I  charge  my  commission. 

Question.  In  addition  to  your  share  of  the  pro^,  do  you  get  your 
commissions  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Are  there  or  have  there  been  any  vessels,  to  your  knowl- 
edge, chartered  in  Baltimore,  except  through  Mr.  Hall? 

Answer.  Indeed  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it,  sir.  I  cannot  tell 
you.  I  think  Mr.  Hall  has  done  everything.  It  has  been  a  matter 
of  surprise  to  me  that  he  should,  but  I  think  he  has  done  everything. 

Question.  Is  it  understood  there  that  vessels  have  to  be  chartered 
through  him  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so  ;  I  believe  so. 

Question.  How  large  a  percentage  does  he  charge  ? 

Answer.  He  charges  at  least  five  per  cent,  for  everything,  and  I 
have  heard  he  charges  more. 

Question.  What  is  the  highest  he  has  charged  ? 

Answer.  I  really  cannot  tell ;  fifteen  per  cent.,  may  be  ;  twenty  per 
cent,  possibly. 

Question.'  Who  has  he  charged  that  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  you. 

Question.  Who  have  you  understood  have  been  charged  that  much 
by  him? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  you  that ;  it  is  very  vague  that  I  have  heard 
even  that ;  I  cannot  fix  it.  1  have  purposely  kept  aloof ;  and  Hall 
himself  is  exceedingly  secret  in  what  he  does,  and  then  he  gives 
wrong  directions  in  reference  to  matters  that  would  mislead. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  to  any  employes  in  Colonel  Belger's 
office  any  money  or  made  them  any  present  ? 
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Answer.  I  have  had  no  occasion  to  do  so,  sir ;  I  have  bad  no  inter- 
course with  them  at  all. 

Qnestion.  That  is  not  an  answer  to  my  question. 

Answer.  I  have  not,  sir. 

Question.  How  came  Mr.  McFarlane  to  be  interested  in  the  Bal- 
timore ? 

Answer.  Mr.  McFarlane  made  an  arrangement  with  Mr.  Goblens, 
by  which  he  was  to  buy  one-fourth  of  the  Baltimore;  what  the  arrange- 
ment was,  I  don't  know.  I  only  know  this,  that  Mr.  McFarlane 
brought  a  certificate  down  and  landed  it  to  Coblens,  and  Coblens 
brought  it  in  to  me  to  look  at,  and  I  saw  it.  It  was  a  twelve  months 
certificate  for  $5,000  of  the  government.  Mr.  Coblens  told  me  that 
he  got  the  balance  in  money. 

Question.  Did  McFarlane  put  that  certificate  in  as  pari  of  the  pur- 
chase money  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Coblens  told  me  so,  sir ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  he  did. 
I  am  sure  he  did. 

'    Question.  Mr.  McFarlane  was  one  of  the  clerks  in  Colonel  Belger's 
office  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  clerk  or  employ^  of  the  gov- 
ernment being  interested  in  any  of  these  boats,  directly  or  indirectly? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  sir ;  I  do  not  think  any  of  them  are,  sir.  In 
any  of  these  boats  <jf  ours,  I  am  sure  they  are  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  their  being  interested  in  any  other  boats 
or  vessels  of  any  description  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  know  nothing  whatever  of  the  kind.  I  don't 
think  any  of  them  there  are  able  to  do  any  such  thing. 

Question.  Who  is  the  Colonel  Bell  who  you  say  owns  a  part  of  the 
Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  you,  except  that  he  lives  at  Fortress  Monroe. 
I  have  seen  him  but  twice. 

Question.  What  does  he  do  at  Fortress  Monroe  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 
Question.  Of  what  place  is  he  a  native  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  know  he  has  lived  in  California,  and 
he  seems  to  be  a  very  gentlemanly,  decent  man.  I  have  seen  him 
twice  at  my  own  counting-room.  Mr.  Coblens  brought  him  there,  i 
think  I  may  hav€  seen  him  three  times.  I  know  nothing  whatever 
about  the  man.  Captain  Hunt's  letter  said  that  Mr.  Coblens  knew 
all  about  Colonel  Bell,  and  Coblens  seems  to  know  all  about  him. 

Question.  How  did  Coblens  indicate  that  he  knew  all  about  him  ? 

Answer.  He  went  off  and  had  a  bill  of  sale  made  to  him,  and  asked 
pne  to  send  it  to  Captain  Hunt,  which  I  did.  That  would  be  conclu- 
sive to  my  mind  that  he  was  disposed  to  trust  him. 

Question.  Did  he  say  that  he  knew  all  about  him? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Question.  Did  he  say  that  he  knew  who  he  was  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  he  said  that  he  knew  who  he  was.  I  think  he 
said  that  Captain  Talmadge  introduced  Colonel  Bell  to  him  at  For- 
tress Monroe.     He  stays  a  great  deal  at  Fortress  Monroe. 
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Qnefition.  Has  that  interest  ever  been  paid  for  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  a  cent. 

Question.  Has  the  boat  earned  it  for  him  ? 

Answer.  About,  sir.  I  can't  tell  you  ;  the  account  has  not  been 
settled  up.  It  would  not  vary  much  either  way,  if  she  has  not  earned 
it  now  ;  I  think  she  has. 

Question.  What  have  been  Coblens's  profits  on  these  boat  transac- 
tions ? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  I  have  made  an  estimate  in  order  to  arrive  at 
his  profits  ;  as  I  told  you,  the  actual  profit  upon  forage  is  less  than 
$6,000.  That  is  determined  ;  it  is  less  than  $6,000.  As  to  his  profits 
on  his  vessels,  all  his  vessels  are  worth,  by  a  liberal  estimate  of  value, 
$54,000  ;  that  is  leaving  out  the  Cecil.  Mr.  Coblens's  profits  will  be 
Irom  $25,000  to  $30,000  if  that  valuation  is  obtained  ;  if  it  is  exceeded, 
it  will  be  more  ;  but  under  no  conceivable  circumstances  has  Mr.  Cob- 
lens  made  over  forty  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  What  per  cent,  did  you  charge  Coblens  ? 

Answer.  I  charge  him  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  in  some  cases  upon 
disbursements,  and  five  per  cent,  upon  receipts — just  the  Board  of 
Trade  regulation.  It  is  twp  and  a  half  per  cent,  upon  disbursements 
when  I  charge  upon  them,  and  five  per  cent,  upon  receipts.  That 
was  the  motive  of  my  own  mind.  I  want^d  to  keep  up  my  commis- 
sion business.  My  business  was  destroyed,  or  very  much  of  it,^y  the 
war. 

Question.  How  much  does  your  percentage  amount  to — your  com- 
missions on  the  transaction  of  Coblens's  business? 

Answer.  Not  exceeding  ten  thousand  dollars.  I  speak  in  round 
numbers.  I  do  not  know,  however.  I  would  have  to  look  particu- 
larly. 

Question.  That  is  the  amount  of  your  commissions  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir.  I  say  ten  thousand  dollars.  It  would  not 
vary  much  from  that.  It  may  be  a  little  less  or  more.  Coblens's 
profits  cannot,  under  any  circumstances,  exceed  $40,000,  provided 
those  prices  are  realized  for  the  boats. 

Question.  That  depends  on  how  long  the  boats  continue  in  servite? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  He  has  realized  $40,000  already? 

Answer.  He  will  realize  $40,000  if  the  valuation  which  I  have  put 
upon  the  boats  is  obtained.  I  do  not  say  that  he  has.  I  think  about 
$30,000  ;  but  it  cannot  exceed  $40,000  under  any  circumstances.  I 
don't  think  it  will  exceed  $30,000. 

Question.  You  say  you  have  made  a  calculation.  What  are  the 
daily  receipts  now  from  those  boats  owned  by  you  together  ? 

Answer.  $580 — say  $560,  as  the  Cecil  is  out ;  I  think  probably 
not  quite  so  much,  but  not  exceeding  that.  I  do  not  include  in  that 
$560  the  interest  that  these  men,  McFarlane  and  Bell  and  the  cap- 
tain, have  in  these  vessels.  The  receipts  would  be  to  that  extent 
larger.     I  speak  of  the  money  that  Coblens  himself  would  get. 

Question.  You  do  not  include  in  that  the  boats  that  are  for  the 
present  moment  withdrawn  from  the  service? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 
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Question.  Yon  cannot  state  who  it  was  that  assisted  in  bringing 
you  and  Coblens  together,  so  as  to  form  this  partnership? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  can  ;  I  have  done  so  ;  I  say  he  was  brought  to 
my  notice  by  Colonel  Belger. 

Question.  By  no  one  eke  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  And  only  at  the  interview  of  which  you  have  spoken? 

Answer.  That  is  all,  sir ;  and  then  I  explained  that  I  had  posi- 
tively declined  having  anything  to  do  with  Colonel  Belger  ;  I  could 
not  deal  with  him  ;  I  do  not  see  how  any  gentleman  can  ;  that  is  the 
fact  about  it;  I  cannot  see  how  any  one  can  have  intercourse  with 
him. 

Question.  Is  any  person  to  have,  by  any  contract  or  agreement, 
express  or  implied,  any  part  of  the  profits  that  you  are  to  receive 
from  these  transactions  with  Coblens? 

Answer.  Not  a  cent,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  under  any  obligation,  express  or  implied,  legal, 
equitable,  or  honorable,  to  pay  any  person  any  portion  of  these 
profits  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not,  sir ;  such  a  thing  h^  never  been  intimated  to 
me. 

Question.  Has  Mr.  Coblens  ever  expressed  any  dissatisfaction  with 
the  arrangement  that  he  has  made  with  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  on  the  contrary,  I  think  he  has  congratulated 
himself  very  often  upon  it ;  I  think  he  is  very  much  pleased  with  it ; 
if  he  has  complained,  I  am  not  aware  of  it ;  he  always  had  it  in  his 
power  to  terminate  it,  because  everything  was  in  his  own  hands  ;  he 
could  have  terminated  it  any  day. 

Question.  Does  Mr.  Coblens  keep  a  bookkeeper? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not  know  that  he  does  ;  if  he  does  I  am  not 
aware  of  it. 

Question.  He  cannot  read  or  write  himself. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  he  writes  Oerman  very  well. 

Question.  Can  he  write  English  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  don't  think  he  can ;  he  can  neither  read  nor 
write  it.  He  can  write  his  name  very  well.  He  knows  figures  very 
well ;  he  has  wonderful  cleverness  in  figures,  and  his  whole  soul  is 
wrapped  up  in  money ;  he  is  the  fondest  man  of  money  that  I  ever 
knew,  and  the  kindest  hearted  man. 

JOHN  F.  PICKRELL. 
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Washington,  Monday ^  January  12,  1863. 
Captain  Henby  C.  Hodoes,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  the  chmrmasu 

Question.  What  is  your  rank  and  position  ? 

Answer.  Assistant  quartermaster  in  the  United  States  army. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  service  ? 

Answer.  I  entered  West  Point  in  1847.  I  graduated  in  1851.  I 
have  been  in  the  army  over  eleven  years;  twelve  years  next  July  as 
a  commissioned  officer. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  quartermaster's  depart- 
ment? 

Answer.  I  was  appointed  assistant  quartermaster  May  13,  1861. 

Question.  What  connexion  have  you  had  with  chartering  trans- 
ports for  the  United  States  army;  and  when  did  your  connexion  with 
the  transportation  business  commence  ? 

Answer.  On  the  20th  day  of  February,  1862,  I  received  from  the 
quartermaster  general  of  the  army  of  the  United  States,  General 
Meigs,  the  following  telegraphic  despatch : 

"Report  in  person  at  410  Walnut  street,  Philadelphia,  to  Assist- 
ant Secretary  John  Tucker,  on  Friday  morning,  without  fail." 

Question.  Did  you  report  yourself  in  obedience  to  that  order  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  How  long  did  you  remain  in  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  We  remained  in  Philadelphia  Friday,  Saturday,  Sunday, 
and  Monday.  We  either  left  Monday  night  or  Tuesday  night. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  any  vessels  there  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  There  were  a  great  many  vessels  taken  up 
there. 

Question.  For  what  expedition  ? 

Answer.  For  the  expedition  of  General  McClellan. 

Question.  Sailing  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  and  steamers  and  some  barges. 

Question.  Through  whom  were  those  mostly  chartered  ? 

Answer.  They  were  chartered,  I  think,  some  through  Captain  Lo- 
per,  some  through  Mr.  Thomas  Clyde,  some  through  Mr.  Flanagan, 
some  through  Mr.  Bishop,  some  through  Tyler,  Stone  &  Co. ;  they 
chartered  a  couple  of  schooners. 

Question.  How  many  did  you  charter  from  Tyler,  Stone  &  Co.? 

Answer.  I  think  only  two  schooners. 

Question.  How  many  did  you  charter  through  Thomas  Clyde,  jr.  ? 

Answer.  Six  propellers  from  Mr.  Thomas  Clyde.  I  don' t  think  it 
is  *^  jr."     1  do  not  have  it  so  on  my  memorandum. 

Question.  How  many  did  you  charter  through  Bishop  &  Co.  ? 

Answer.  Those- were  mostly  schooners.  I  don't  think  there  were 
any  steamers  among  them  at  all. 

Question.  How  many  through  Bichard  F.  Loper? 
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Answer.  They  were  originally  chartered  in  the  name  of  William 
M.  Baird,  treasurer,  and  the  charter-parties  were  made  payable  to 
him,  (Loper.)  He  (Baird)  was  treasurer  of  the  company.  There 
were  six  originally,  but  he  withdrew  two.  He  could  not  get  them 
out  of  some  place  that  they  were  in.  So  there  were  four — the  Queen, 
the  Novelty,  the  Sarah,  the  Tacony. 

Question.  What  connexion  had  Captain  Loper  with  chartering  the 
vessels  by  Thomas  Clyde,  jr.,  &  Co.  ? 

Answer.  I  donH  think  he  had  any.  I  did  not  know  of  his  having 
any. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Captain  Loper  receiving  a  coinmission 
from  Thomas  Clyde  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  did  not  know  of  any  commission  being  paid 
to  Mr.  Loper  by  anybody  in  the  world. 

.  Question.   What  other  vessels  have  you  chartered  from   Captain 
Loper  besides  those  ? 

Answer.  I  think  those  are  the  only  ones. 

Question.  What  other  vessels  have  you  chartered  from  Captain 
Loper  at  any  time  since  then,  or  upon  his  recommendation,  besides 
those  you  have  mentioned  ? 

Answer.  Captain  Loper  was  with  Mr.  Tucker  all  the  time,  and  he 
inspected  the  steamers  in  New  York. 

Question.  For  what  expedition  was  this  ? 

Answer.  This  same  expedition — McClellan's.  HeweAton  to  New 
York  with  us.  I  cannot  tell  you  the  names  exactly.  He  must  have 
looked  at  almost  all  the  vessels,  but  we  took  in  New  York  the  steam- 
ers mostly  from  the  owners  of  the  vessels,  ^s  far  as  I  know.  They 
were  submitted  by  the  owners  and  said  to  carry  so  and  so. 

Question.  Were  Mr.  Tucker  and  you  present  in  New  York  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Tucker  carried  on  the  business  in  my  office  in  New 
York  city. 

Question.  Hfe  took  Captain  Loper  on  with  him? 

Answer,  Yes,  sir;  Captain  Loper  went  on  with  him. 

Question.   Captain  Loper  examined  the  vessels? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  he  inspected  the  vessels. 

Question.  Did  he  personally  inspect  them  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir;  I  think  he  did — a  great  many  of  them. 

Question.  He  recommended  them  to  Mr.  Tucker  for  rejection  or 
approval  ? 

Answer.  He  would  say  whether  they  came  up  to  what  the  owners 
said  they  would  do  or  not. 

Question.  Did  he  reject  any? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  there  were  several  rejected. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  ones  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  cannot  tell  all  the  names  now,  it  is  so  long  ago. 
We  had  the  bids  of  almost  every  person  for  this  expedition,  in  an- 
swer to  the  advertisement  of  the  Secrfetary  of  War.  There  was  an 
almost  innumerable  quantity  of  bids,  and  they  were  selected  from. 
It  was  so  long  ago  that  I  canH  remember  the  names.  I  know  there 
were  rejections,  however. 
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Question.  Who  paid  Captain  Loper  for  his  services  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  received  any  pay.  My  impression  is 
that  he  did  not  receive  any. 

Question.  It  was  a  mere  gratuity  on  his  part? 

Answer.  So  I  understood. 

Question.  He  was  acting  from  patriotism  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  suppose  so. 

Question.  He  said  so? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  he  told  me  he  got  nothing  for  it,  and  he  did  not 
want  anything.  He  was  willing  to  give  his  services  to  the  govern- 
ment. 

Question.  Did  he  say  that  all  he  had  done,  in  connexion  with  the 
charter  and  purchase  of  vessels,  was  done  gratuitously  for  govern- 
ment? 

Answer.  I  so  uhderstood  him. 

Question.  Was  he  in  the  habit  of  making  declarations  of  that  sort 
frequently — of  his  pure  patriotism? 

Answer.   I  don't  know  about  that. 

Question.  In  connexion  with  his  services  to  the  government? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  about  that.  I  have  heard  him  more  than 
once  say  that. 

Question.  Was  there  any  vessel  chartered  in  New  York  except 
upon  the  recommendation  of  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  almost  all  of  them — a  great  many  of  them. 

Question.  Without  his  recommendation  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  schooners. 

Question.  Any  steamers? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  do  not  think  he  inspected  all  of  them;  and  I 
think  that  men  who  came  there  like  Mr.  Drew  or  Captain  Acker, 
who  represented  their  boats  to  be  so  and  so,  were  regarded  as  men 
of  soundness  and  truth,  who  would  not  state  anything  that  was  not  so. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  apybody  chartering  these  steamers  at  that 
time  except  through  Mr.  Drew,  and  Mr.  Acker,  and  Mr.  Powers,  and 
that  North  River  Company,  and  through  the  recommendation  of  Cap- 
tain Loper  ? 

Answer.  I  think  there  were;  but  I  will  have  to  refer  to  this  book 
which  I  have  here.  Mr.  Richardson  chartered  the  steamer  Massa- 
chusetts in  New  York.  I  cannot  say  that  she  was  chartered  on  the 
recommendation  of  any  of  those  gentlemen  you  name.  Here  is  Mr. 
Thomas  Collyer,  an  old  steamboat  man,  since  dead.  He  chartered 
the  May  Queen  and  the  Cinderella. 

Question.   Where  is  she  now? 

Answer.   I  think  she  is  discharged. 

Question.  Who  chartered  her — you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  for  her? 

Answer.  Three  hundred  dollars  a  day,  I  think. 

Question.  For  how  long  a  time  was  she  chartered? 

Answer.  Thirty  days  or  longer. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  propeller  George  Washington? 
Bep.  Com.  84 15 
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Answer.  I  think  not.     No,  sir. 

Question.  Then  there  were  two  vessels  chartered  there — the  Mas- 
sachusetts and  the  May  Queen — that  were  not  chartered  on  the  re- 
commendation of  either  of  these  parties  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  think  more.  T^je  J.  M.  Lewis  was  char- 
tered by  Wm.  Goodrich.  I  do  not  know  that  she  was  chartered  upon 
the  recommendation  of  any  of  these  gentlemen. 

Question.   Do  you  know  that  she  was  not  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  vessels  were  chartered  upon  the  recommendatioD 
of  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  tell. 

Question.  How  many  do  you  think  were  chartered  upon  his  recom- 
mendation ? 

Answer.   Well,  I  cannot  give  the  number. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  Metamora? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Upon  whose  recommendation  ? 

Answer.  I  chartered  her  by  the  direction  of  Mr.  Tucker,  Assistant 
Secretary  of  War. 

Question.  Did  anybody  recommend  her  except  Mr.  Tucker? 

Answer.  I  did  not  know  whether  they  did  or  not. 

Question.   Was  she  inspected  by  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  She  was  in  Washington  at  the  time.  She  was 
already  taken  up  by  the  quartermaster's  department. 

Question.   Do  you  know  who  first  took  her  up  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  what  quartermaster.  She  was  taken  up 
here  in  Washington.     I  cannot  say  by  whom. 

Question.  Do  you  know  to  whom  she  belonged  ? 

Answer.  I  think  she  belongs,  or  a  portion  of  her,  to  Captain  Acker. 
I  so  understood. 

Question.   Do  yoii  know  who  owns  the  balance  of  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.   Did  you  ever  inspect  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     I  never  saw  the  boat  in  my  life. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  her  inspected  ? 

Answer.  No.  sir. 

Question.  You  say  you  were  directed  by  John  Tucker  to  charter 
her? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  fix  the  price  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   What  was  the  price  ? 

Answer.  Four  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  a  day. 

Question.   Was  she  chartered  by  you  or  Mr.  Tucker  ? 

Answer.  By  me. 

Question.  Did  you  sign  all  the  charter-parties  of  all  the  vessels 
chartered  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  Baltimore  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   Of  whom  ? 

Answer.  She  was  sent  in  on  a  list  by  A.  C.  Hall,  I  think. 

Question.   Who  directed  you  to  charter  her?  • 

Answer.  Mr.  Tucker. 

Question.   Did  you  charter  the  Patapsco  ? 

Answer.  I  think  she  is  on  this  list. 

Question.  Please  read  your  list. 

Answer.  I  will  read  you  the  list  of  side-wheel  steamers :  The 
Cecil;  the  Columbia;  the  Kent;  the  Pioneer;  the  Lioness;  the  Ports- 
mouth; the  Pacific;  the  Georgia;  the  Wilson  Small;  the  Juniata;  the 
Atlantic;  the  Pendulum;  tlwa  Ariel;  the  John  A.  Warner;  the  Nellie 
Baker;  the  Emperor;  the  Argo;  the  Kennebec;  the  Massachusetts; 
the  Cinderella,  cdias  May  Queen;  the  West  End;  the  J.  M.  Lewis; 
the  Nantucket;  the  C.  Vanderbilt;  the  Commodore;  the  Achilles; 
the  T.  V.  Arrowsmith;  the  State  of  Maine;  the  Canonicus:  the 
Saturn;  the  Nauchon;  the  Mystic;  the  North  America;  the  Catskill; 
the  Hero;  the  Edwin  Lewis;  the  Flushing;  the  Herald;  the  John 
Farron;  the  Bushwick;  the  Jenny  Lind;  the  Knickerbocker;  the 
John  Brooks;  the  Elm  City;  the  South  America;  the  Donelson;  the 
Daniel  Webster.  The  Daniel  Webster  is  a  steamer  that  I  know  was 
not  taken  on  the  recommendation  of  any  of  those  gentlemen. 

Question.  Were  those  that  you  have  already  recited  taken  by  the 
direction  of  John  Tucker  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  all  of  them.     Every  vessel  was  so  taken. 

Question.  I  understand  that  you  were  the  mere  clerical  agent 
through  whom  these  aflfairs  were  transacted? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  also  was  consulted  and  conferred  with  by 
Mr.  Tucker. 

Question.  You  were  there  to  give  official  sanction  to  the  charter- 
party  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     I  can  show  you  my  instructions. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  Haswell  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     She  was  sent  to  North  Carolina. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  Fairy  Queen  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  The  James  Murray  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  The  Telegraph  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  My  instructions,  to  which  I  alluded,  wfere  as^ 
follows: 

"  War  Department, 
''Washington  City,  D.  (7.,  February  19,  1862. 

"  Captain  Hodges,  assistant  quartermaster,  will  proceed  to  Phila- 
delphia and  meet  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  John  Tucker, 
and,  under  his  advice,  will  charter  such  vessels  as  may  be  by  him 
selected  for  service. 

**The  vessels  chartered  to  be  ordered  to  proceed  to  Annapolis,  fully 
provisioned,  and  with  water  for  their  full  capacity  of  horses  or  pas- 
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sengers  for  ten  days,  and  report  for  orders  to  Colonel  Ingalls,  or  his 
representative. 

**  Rates  of  charter  for  schooners  not  to  exceed  eleven  cents  per  tou 
(custom-house  measurement)  per  day.  Charters  to  be  for  thirty  days, 
with  privilege  of  extension. 

*  *  For  propellers  and  light-draught  steamers  it  is  not  possible  to  fix  a 
rate.'  The  offers  received  under  the  advertisement  of  the  War  De- 
partment vary  from  fifty  cents  to  one  dollar  per  ton  per  day.  They 
should  be  provisioned  and  watered  for  their  full  complement  of  pas- 
sengers or  horses,  according  to  the  service  for  which  they  may  be 
intended,  for  ten  days.  Charters  to  be  for  thirty  days,  with  privilege 
of  extension. 

**A11  expenses,  except  coal,  to  be  borne  by  the  owners,  excepting, 
also,  port  charges,  after  leaving  the  port  at  which  chartered. 

**The  war  risk  will  be  borne  by  the  United  States,  the  marine  risk 
by  the  owners,  until,  under  orders,  they  are  south  of  Cape  Henry, 
the  southern  cape  of  Chesapeake  bay,  after  which  the  marine  risk 
will  be  borne  by  the  United  States  until  they  reach  that  latitude  on 
their  return. 

**Captain  Hodges  will  report  daily  to  the  quartermaster  general  the 
progress  made  in  this  work.  It  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the 
vessels  be  at  Annapolis  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

*'The  instructions  of  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Tucker,  in 
this  business,  will  be  obeyed  and  respected  as  though  from  the  quar- 
master  general. 

*^M.   C.  MEIGS, 
^^ Quarter nuister  General.^ ^ 

Question.  You  had  no  discretion,  then,  as  to  the  character  of  the 
vessel  or  the  price  at  which  she  was  to  be  furnished,  other  than  the 
instructions  that  might  be  furnished  to  you  by  Mr.  John  Tucker,  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  War? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  considered  myself  entirely  under  his  orders. 
He  often  consulted  with  me,  and  did  nothing,  that  I  knw  of,  without 
letting  me  know  what  it  was ;  but  then  he  was  the  superior. 

Question.  And  all  the  vessels  chartered  at  that  time  for  that  expe- 
dition were  chartered  under  his  direction? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  by  his  express  authority. 

Question.  As  to  price  ? 

Answer.  Prices  and  everything  were  fixed  by  him. 

Question.  And  the  vessels  were  selected  by  him  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  happened  Mr.  John  Tucker  to  take  Captain  Loper 
with  him  from  Philadelphia  to  examine  these  vessels  at  New  York? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  suppose  he  had  confidence  in  Captain 
Loper,  he  being  an  old  shipmaster,  and  he  had  been  an  old  trans- 
portation agent  of  the  quartermaster's  department  during  the  Mexi- 
can war,  when  he  was  under  the  orders  of  General  Jesup.  He  had 
charge  of  the  business  in  Philadelphia.  I  suppose  it  was  his  long 
ejxperience.     That  is  the  only  reason  that  I  know  of. 
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Question.  Can  you  tell  which  of  the  vessels  chartered  in  New  York 
were  chartered  upon  the  recommendation  and  advice  of  Captain 
Leper? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  don't  remember  any  particular  ones. 

Question.  Can  you  tell  which  were  chartered  upon  the  recommenda- 
tion and  advice  of  Captain  Acker? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  any  were  taken  upon  Captain  Acker's  re- 
commendation, except  those  that  he  chartered  himself. 

Question.   What  did  he  charter  himself? 

Answer.   He  chartered  the  Metamora. 

Qustion.  Did  he  not  charter  the  John  Brooks  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  think  not. 

Question.  Who  did  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Fitz  Smith. 

Question.   What  was  the  John  Brooks  chartered  at? 

Answer.  At  $800  a  day.  Mr.  Fitz  Smith  was  president.  His  ad- 
dress was  Norwich,  Connecticut.  I  don't  think  that  Captain  Acker 
had  anything  to  do  with  her. 

Question.  Were  any  others  chartered  by  him  except  the  Metamora? 

Answer.  Not  at  that  time.     Subsequently  he  did. 

Question.   Where  have  you  been  stationed  during  the  past  year  ? 

Answer.  At  New  York  city. 

Question.  All  the  time  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  from  about  the  14th  or  15th  of  September. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  getting  up  the  Butler  ex- 
pedition ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     I  furnished  none  whatever  for  it. 

Question.  Any  for  the  Burnside  expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Any  for  the  Port  Royal  expedition  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  vessels  since  the  McClellan  ex- 
pedition ? 

Answer.  I  have  since  it  started,  but  it  was  for  the  same  expedi- 
tion. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  vessels  during  the  last  four 
months  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not,  sir.  I  think  the  last  vessels  I  chartered  were 
in  August  for  this  same  expedition,  to  get  them  away  from  the  Penin- 
sula. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  chartered  the  George  Washington  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  see  the  May  Queen  or  Cinderella  ? 

Answer.   I  would  not  be  certain. 

Question.   Who  recommended  you  to  charter  her  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Thomas  Collyer.  I  think  he  came  to  the  oflSce  him- 
self, or  had  her  oflFered.  He  had  a  proposal  in,  I  think,  sir.  She  was 
offered  to  the  War  Department,  through  a  regular  proposal,  in  answer 
to  an  advertisement. 

Question.  Who  examined  her  ? 
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Answer.  I  don't  know. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Tucker  direct  you  to  charter  her? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  Banks  expe- 
dition? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  charter  a  vessel  for  it. 

Question.  Have  you  been  stationed  at  any  time  during  the  last 
twelve  months  at  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not.  I  passed  through  Baltimore  last  year  at  the 
time  this  expedition  first  started. 

Question.  How  long  did  you  remain  at  Baltimore  at  that  time? 

Answer.   About  twenty-four  hours. 

Question.   Who  ordered  you  to  go  to  Baltimore  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.   Mr.  Tucker. 

Question.  Why  were  you  taken  to  Baltimore  to  complete  those 
charter-parties  ? 

Answer.  They  had  to  be  completed  there  because  the  parties  from 
whom  they  were  chartered  lived  there. 

Question.  Why  were  they  not  taken  through  Colonel  Belger,  the 
regular  quartermaster  at  that  city  ? 

Answer.  Because  I  was  put  on  duty  with  Mr.  Tucker  to  charter 
these  vessels.  They  were  all  for  the  same  expedition.  I  suppose 
that  was  the  reason. 

Question.  Were  there  any  vessels  chartered  for  that  expedition, 
except  through  you  and  Mr.  Tucker  ? 

Answer.  None  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Were  there  none  chartered  at  Baltimore  other  than 
those  signed  by  you  for  this  expedition  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  say  that  there  were.  I  do  not  know  that  there 
were.     There  may  have  been. 

Question.  Were  any  chartered  in  New  York  or  Boston  for  this  ex- 
pedition other  than  through  you  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  What  became  of  the  bids  that  you  say  were  presented 
in  New  York  and  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  certain  whether  I  have  thein  in  my  possession 
or  whether  I  returned  them  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War;  either 
one  or  the  other. 

Question.  Can  you  produce  them,  if  you  have  them  in  yodr  posses- 
sion ? 

Answer.  I  can. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  person,  directly  or  indirectly,  re- 
ceiving any  pay,  or  the  promise  of  any  pay,  or  anything  of  value,  for 
securing  charter-parties? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  consideration  Captain  Loper  received? 

Answer.  I  do  not.     I  did  not  know  that  he  received  any  at  all. 

Question.  What  did  he  represent  in  regard  to  his  services^ 

Answer.  As  far  as  he  was  connected  with  us — Mr.  Tucker  and  my- 
self— he  said  he  got  nothing  for  it;  that  he  was  willing  to  give  his 
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services.  If  he  could  be  of  any  use  to  the  government,  he  was  willing 
to  do  so.  Mr.  Tucker  told  him  he  was  to  get  no  pay,  but  wanted  his 
services.     Captain  Loper  willingly  agreed  to  this. 

Question.  Through  what  agent  was  the  Burnside  expedition  got 
up  and  the  vessels  chartered  ? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  know.'  I  think  Captain  Loper  had  a  good 
deal  to  do  with  it.     I  have  heard  him  say  so. 

Question.  Who  signed  the  charter-parties  as  agent  of  the  quarter- 
master ? 

Answer.  Lieutenant  Colonel  Biggs  was  quartermaster  of  that 
expedition.     Whether  he  made  the  charters  or  not  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Where  did  you  send  the  Massachusetts  that  you  char- 
tered— Hampton  Roads? 

Answer.  My  impression  is  that  they  were  all  sent  to  Annapolis 
until  the  blockade  was  raised,  and  then  they  were  all  sent  here. 
About  the  time  the  chartering  was  completed  I  got  a  telegraphic 
despatch — 

Question.  She  was  the  one  that  belonged  to  Mr.  Richardson.  You 
say  you  think  she  was  not  inspected  by  anybody. 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  she  was  inspected,  and  I  do  not  know 
that  she  was  not.  My  impression  is  that  she  was  not  taken  on  the 
recommendation  of  Captain  Loper. 

Question.  There  was  no  rule  established  by  Mr.  Tucker,  then,  in 
regard  to  inspection  ? 

Answer.  There  might  have  been  and  I  not  know  it. 

Question.  You  know  of  none? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  There  was  no  requirement  on  his  part  that  a  vessel 
should  be  inspected  at  all? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  it  was  understood  that  all  vessels  should 
be  inspected.  There  was  a  man  there  by  the  name  of  Captain  How, 
who  was  employed  there  as  inspector. 

Question.  Where  does  Captain  How  reside  ? 

Answer.  He  did  reside  in  New  York  city.  He  was  a  ship  captain — 
an  old  ship  captain. 

Question.  Who  employed  him  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Tucker.  I  think  his  name  is  John  How.  I  think  he 
resides  in  New  York.  There  was  a  Mr.  Charles  H.  Haswell,  an 
engineer,  who  examined  the  engines  of  boats. 

Question.  Was  he  employed  by  Mr.  Tucker  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  examine  them  all  ? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Did  he  report  in  writing  or  verbally  ? 

Answer.  Verbally,  I  think.     I  saw  no  writing  of  his. 

Question.   Or  by  anybody  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Haswell  examine  the  vessels  that  Captain  Loper 
inspected  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  did. 


232  TESTIMONY. 

Question.  Did  Captain  How? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  know.    . 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Haswell  or  Captain  How  inspect  the  vessels 
that  Mr.  Powers,  or  Mr.  Drew,  or  Captain  Acker  presented? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  The  Metamora  was  here,  you  know,  at 
Washington,  and  not  in  New  York  at  all.  She  was  well  known,  I 
think. 

Question.  She  was  not  inspected  at  all,  then  ? 

Answer.  Not  in  New  York. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  know  anything  about  the  steamer  Highland 
Light? 

Answer.  That  name  is  familiar  to  me.  I  do  not  think  we  took  her. 
I  have  not  got  her  down  in  my  list  of  side-wheel  steamers. 

Question.   Who  chartered  her  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  who. 

Question.  Why  did  Mr.  Tucker  instruct  you  to  charter  the  steamer 
Metamora  ? 

Answer.  Because  she  was  a  very  useful  boat,  and  they  wanted  her 
for  the  expedition. 

Question.  Did  he  consider  her  cheap  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ? 

Answer.  I  did,  from  the  reports  made  of  the  boat. 

Question.  By  whom  were  the  reports  made  ? 

Answer.  I  heard  her  talked  over  in  the  oflSce  there  by  Captain 
Acker  and  Captain  Loper  and  Captain  Powers  and  Mr.  Tucker  ? 

Question.  When  was  the  charter-party  of  the  Metamora  dated  ? 

Answer.  On  the  first  day  of  March. 

Question.  Was  her  charter-party  dated  on  the  1st  day  of  March  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was,  at  the  time  I  chartered  her. 

Question.  Are  you  confident  of  that  ? 

Answer.  I  am  pretty  certain ;  but  you  can  get  a  copy  of  the  char- 
ter-party in  the  War  Department,  in  the  quartermaster  general' s 
oflSce.  I  turned  over  all  these  charters  to  General  Van  Vliet 
when  he  relieved  me;  but  I  think  my  book,  which  I  have  here,  is 
right  about  that.  She  was  to  be  ready  for  service  on  the  first  of 
March. 

Question.  Was  she  ready  on  the  first  of  March  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  as  far  as  I  know,  she  was.  I  think  she  was  re- 
ported for  duty  on  the  first  of  March. 

Question.  Where  did  she  report  for  duty  ? 

Answer.   I  think  it  was  in  this  city  ? 

Question.  Was  the  agreement  that  she  should  report  for  duty  here 
or  at  Annapolis  ? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  State  whether  the  agreement  in  the  charter-party  was 
not  that  the  Metamora  should  report  for  duty  at  Annfipolis  on  the 
sixth  of  March,  with  a  certain  amounf  of  water  on  board. 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  know.  Not  to  my  recollection,  I  should 
aay. 
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Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  her  being  repaired? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.   Did  you  ever  hear  of  her  having  been  repaired  ? 

Answer.-  I  have  got  a  list  of  vessels,  in  this  book,  that  they  had. 
The  Metamora  lost  one  day  in  repairing,  according  to  this.  I  do  not 
know  the  exact  date.  This  is  the  list  that  was  furnished  me  by 
Captain  Ferguson,  assistant  quartermaster  at  Alexandria. 

Question.  During  the  time  she  was  chartered  she  lost  one  day  ? 

Answer.  Only  one  day,  as  far  as  this  shows.  She  may  have  lost 
more.     I  would  not  be  certain. 

Question.  Was  that  day  deducted  from  her  pay? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  about  the  government  paying  for  the  re- 
pairs that  were  put  upon  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  her  lying  and  being  repaired  at 
Baltimore? 

Answer.  Well,  I  would  not  be  certain  whether  it  was  her  or  the 
Long  Branch.  It  seems  to  me  that  there  was  another  boat  of  Captain 
Acker's.  It  has  passed  out  of  my  memory.  I  cannot  tell  until  I  refer 
to  my  papers. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  of  her  having  been  *taken  to  Baltimore 
to  be  repaired  ? 

Answer.  It  seems  to  me  that  I  do  remember  something  about  it 
now.  I  would  not  say  it  was  the  Metamora.  There  was  a  boat  of 
Captain  Acker's  taken  up  there  for  repairs.  I  think  it  was  the  Meta- 
mora, because  I  remember  a  conversation  with  Captain  Acker,  (in 
which  he  said  she  had  been  running  so  much  across  the  bay  to  Cherry- 
stone, where  the  telegraph  station  was  then,  the  telegraph  was  not 
there — Fortress  Monroe — then,  and  she  had  to  make  two  or  three 
trips  a  day  there,)  and  the  service  was  so  hard,  that  she  had  to  be 
repaired.  I  do  not  know  what  the  facts  were,  but  I  think  there  is  a 
communication  about  it  on  61e  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of.  War, 
in  which  he  gives  the  approval  of  the  quartermaster  general  in  regard 
to  it. 

Question.  How  long  was  she  in  Baltimore  undergoing  repairs  ? 

Answer.   I  do  not  know. 

Question.  While  she  was  there  was  her  pay  deducted  from  her 
charter-party? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  value  of  the  repairs  put  upon  her  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  without  the  papers. 

Question.  Why  was  an  exception  made  in  the  case  of  the  Meta- 
mora, by  Mr.  Tucker,  by  which  he  directed  the  government  to  pay  for 
the  repairs  put  upon  her? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  without  the  papers. 

Question.   Do  you  know  a  man  named  Danforth  in  New  York  city  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   What  is  his  first  name  ? 
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Answer.  I  think  his  name  is  William  Danforth.  I  think  his  rooms 
are  on  Ninth  street. 

Question.   What  does  he  do  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  he  does  anything.  I  have  heard  him  say 
he  owns  a  dock/ at  which  some  of  the  European  steamers  land.  I 
think  they  pay  him  so  much  for  the  use  of  that  dock,  and  I  reckon  he 
lives  on  that,  so  far  as  I  know.  I  never  saw  the  man  until  I  saw  him 
then.  I  think  I  was  introduced  to  him  by  Mr.  Tucker.  I  am  not 
positive. 

Question.  When? 

Answer.  At  the  time  he  (Mr.  Tucker)  was  there. 

Question.   What  had  Danforth  to  do  with  chartering  these  ships? 

Answer.  Not  anything  that  I  know  of. 

Question.   What  profit  has  he  derived  from  the  charter-parties? 

Answer.  Not  any  to  my  knowledge.  I  have  heard  Captain  Acker 
say  he  asked  for  a  commission,  and  he  refused  to  give  it  to. him. 
Why  he  asked  it,  I  do  not  know.  He  had  no  ground  to  ask  it  so  far 
as  I  know. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  levying  contributions  upon  anybody 
else? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  yoli  know  of  Mr.  Tucker  introducing  him  to  anybody 
else  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  Mr.  Tucker  introduced  him  to  me  as  an  old  friend 
of  that  family,  as  he  would  introduce  him  to  anybody. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Danforth  there  when  you  and  Mr.  Tiicker  were 
chartering  these  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  he  was  in  my  oflSce  a  good  deal. 

Question.  He  and  Mr.  Tucker  were  the  principal  men  ? 

Answer.  He  was  not  the  principal  man. 

Question.   Was  he  not  about  all  the  time  ? 

Answer.  He  was  there,  but  I  never  supposed  he  was  there  on  any 
business  relations. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Captain  Acker 
about  Mr.  Danforth' s  demand  for  commission? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  Captain  Acker  said  he  had  asked  him  for  a 
commission. 

Question.   Commission  for  what? 

Answer.  For  chartering  his  boat. 

Question.  What  other  advantage  did  he  say  that  Captain  Acker 
and  the  owners  of  the  Metamora  had  derived  through  him  ? 

Answer.  That  is  the  only  thing  that  I  know  about. 

Question.  How  much  did  Danforth  ask? 

Answer.   Captain  Acker  did  not  tell  me. 

Question.  Did  he  not  say  it  was  five  thousand  dollars? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  not  say  that  he  compromised  with  Danforth  by 
paying  him  $3,100? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  told  him  he  ought  not  to  pay  him  a  cent.  I 
understood  that  he  had  not.     I  said,  '*  You  are  foolish,  if  you  do;  he 
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has  no  more  right  to  charge  you  five  per  cent,  than  I  have,  or  any 
other  per  cenf 

Question.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Captain  Schultz  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  deriving  any  benefit  from  the  charter 
of  this  Metamora  ? 

Answer.  I  never  heard  of  Captain  Schultz  until  last  night,  coming 
from  Philadelphia.  General  Van  Vleit  and  I  left  on  the  early  train 
at  six  o'clock.  We  did  not  know  that  the  through  Washington  train 
did  not  leave  until  half-past  seven,  and  we  stopped  at  Philadelphia, 
for  supper.  While  there,  a  man  came  up  and  spoke  to  General  Van 
Vliet.  When  we  came  out,  I  asked  who  it  was,  and  he  said  it  was  Cap- 
tain Schultz.  I  do  not  know  anything  more  than  that  about  him,  and 
that  was  merely  accidental. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  about  Mr.  Danforth  levying  contribu- 
tions upon  anybody  else  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir 

Question.  How  old  a  man  is  Danforth  ? 

Answer.  He  is  a  man,  I  should  think,  of  fifty,  or  about  that.  He 
seemed  to  be  an  old  acquaintance  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War. 
I  have  often  heard  him  say  he  was  an  old  friend  of  Mr.  Tucker,  and 
of  his  family.     His  family  and  theirs  used  to  be  very  intimate,  he  said. 

Question.  Is  he  a  relative  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Did  not  Captain  Acker  say  h^  gave  Danforth  $3,100  to 
let  him  oflf? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  did  or  not — L  e.,  pay  him  $3, 100. 
He  (Captain  Acker)  did  not  tell  me  so,  if  he  did. 

Question.  Did  not  Captain  Acker  say  that  he  asked  this  percentage 
on  account  of  his  getting  favorable .  terms  from  Mr.  Tucker  about 
repairing  of  the  vessel  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  he  never  told  me  that.  I  expressed  my  astonish- 
ment when  he  said  to  me  that  he  wanted  a  commission.  I  said,  '*By 
what  right  does  he  ask  commission  of  you  ?  He  had  nothing  to  do 
with  chartering  the  boat.  I  might  just  as  well  ask  you  for  a  com- 
mission myself.''     That  is  the  way  I  expressed  myself  to  Captain  Acker. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  person  in  the  employment  of  the 
government,  either  directly  or  iVidirectly,  receiving  any  money  or  valu- 
able thing,  or  the  promise  of  any.  money  or  valuable  thing,  for  securing, 
or  aiding  in  securing,  a  charter-party? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  sir.  I  never  heard  any  such  proposition  made, 
and  I  have  never  heard  of  its  being  made. 

Question.  Did  you  say  that  most  of  the  vessels  for  the  Burnside 
expedition  were  secured  through  Captain  Loper? 

Answer.  Oh  !  no,  sir.  I  do  not  say  that.  I  do  not  know.  I  do 
not  know  anything  about  that  expedition.  I  have  heard  Captain 
Loper  say  that  he  was  with  the  expedition  until  it  went.  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  had  anything  to  do  with  securing  the  vessels  or 
not.  I  do  not  know  who  chartered  those  vessels.  I  know  Colonel 
Biggs  was  the  quartermaster  of  that  expedition;  whether  he  chartered 
the  vessels  or  not,  I  do  not  know. 
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Question.  Did  you  ever  charter  any  vessels  from  Captain  Whilldin, 
of  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  There  is  a  schooner  by  the  name  of  the  W.  G.  Whilldin, 
that  I  think  was  chartered.  His  name  does  not  appear  in  the  list  of 
side-wheel  steamers  or  propellers. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  any  from  Mr.  Flanagan  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   What  vessels  ? 

Answer.  The  Atlantic  and  the  Pendulum — those  are  side-wheel 
boats — and  the  Robert  Morris. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  charter  them  ? 

Answer.   He  came  there  with  them  to  the  oflSce. 

Question.   Did  anybody  come  with  him? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.   Were  they  chartered  directly  from  him  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  .sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  receiving  any  percentage 
upon  them  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  You  did  not  charter  them  through  the  instrumentality 
or  advice  of  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir.     Mr.  Flanagan  came  to  Mr.  Tucker  himself. 

Question.   Did  you  charter  a  boat  called  the  Pilot  Boy  ? 

Answer.  The  Pilot,  not  the  Pilot  Boy. 

Question.   Whom  did  yflu  charter  her  of? 

Answer.  A.  C.  Hall.  Two  other  boats  were  chartered  of  Mr. 
Flanagan — the  Commodore  Foote  and  the  Constitution,  chartered 
June  24. 

Question.  You  did  not  charter  the  Pilot  Boy  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  chartered  any  vessels  in  Baltimore  except 
through  Mr.  A.  C.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so,  sir;  I  am  not  certain.  Friend,  Ricketts  &  Co. 
chartered  a  boat — the  Baltimore. 

Question.  Was  she  chartered  to  you  ? 

Answer.  She  was  chartered  to  Mr.  Tucker,  I  think.  She  is  down, 
I  think,  as  chartered  to  this  name,  (Friend,  Ricketts  &  Co.) 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  transfer  of  the  Baltimore 
to  any  other  parties  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  do  not.  The  Diamond  State  was  transferred, 
I  think.  I  do  not  think  the  Baltimore  was.  If  she  was,  it  was  sub- 
sequent to  my  knowledge  of  her.  Anthony  Reybold,  also  of  Balti- 
more, chartered  a  boat — the  Diamond  State.  That  boat,  I  think,  was 
transferred. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Reybold^sboat  was  chartered 
directly  to  the  government  or  through  an  agent? 

Answer.  It  is  my  impression  that  they  were  chartered  directly 
from  Mr.  Reybold. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  that  Captain  Loper  did  in  con- 
nexion with  that  to  entitle  him  to  any  per  cent.  ? 
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Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Captain  Loper  doing  anything  in  con- 
nexion with  Mr.  Flanagan  to  entitle  him  to  any  per  cent.? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.   Did  you  have  any  transactions  with  William  M.  Baird  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  think  Mr.  Baird  signed  the  charter-parties  for 
the  company  of  which  Captain  Loper  is  president,  and  I  think  the 
charter-parties  were  payable  to  Captain  Loper.  I  think  Mr.  Baird 
signed  as  treasurer  of  the  company. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  that  Captain  Loper  did  in  con- 
nexion with  the  chartering  of  these  vessels  to  government  that  would 
entitle  him  to  receive  anything  from  the  parties  from  whom  they  were 
chartered,  as  commission  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Did  you  suppose,  at  the  time  he  was  acting  with  you  and 
Mr.  Tucker  at  Philadelphia,  and  at  the  time  he  went  with  you  and 
Mr.  Tucker  to  New  York,  and  acted  with  you  there,  that  he  was  re- 
ceiving any  commission  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not.  I  supposed,  on  the  contrary,  that  he  was  not 
receiving  any  pay  at  all.  He  did  not  accompany  us  in  the  train.  He 
went  the  same  day,  but  before  we  did. 

Question.  How  long  did  he  remain  in  New  York  at  that  time? 

Answer.  He  remained  there  most  of  the  time  we  were  there. 

Question.   How  long  were  you  there  ? 

Answer.  It  took  us  in  New  York  about  a  fortnight,  I  think,  to  finish 
up — probably  from  Wednesday  of  one  week  until  Saturday  night  of 
the  next  week.  Then  I  went  on  to  Philadelphia  and  completed  the 
charter-parties  there,  and  went  on  to  Baltimore  and  completed  the 
charter-parties  there.     I  had  to  complete  the  official  papers. 

HENRY  C.  HODGES, 
Captain  and  Assistant  Quartermaster^  United  States  Army, 


Washington,  Friday,  January  30,  1863. 
Captain  Henry  C.  Hodges,  recalled,  testified  further,  as  follows: 

You  asked  me,  when  I  was  before  this  committee,  in  reference  to 
the  steamer  Metamora  being  repaired  at  Baltimore.  Captain  Acker 
presented  me  a  certificate  from  Captain  Tallmadge,  assistant  quarter- 
master of  the  army  at  Fort  Monroe,  of  services  by  this  boat.  In 
this  certificate  Captain  Tallmadge  recommended  that  certain  days, 
during  which  the  boat  had  been  undergoing  repairs,  should  not  be 
deducted  from  the  pay  of  the  boat,  on  account  of  service  she  had 
performed — extra  service.  I  told  Captain  Acker  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  me  to  do  so;  I  had  no  authority  for  so  doing.  He  then 
requested  me  to  write  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Tucker. 
I  did  80.  I  think  I  wrote  two  letters  in  reference  to  it.  At  last  I 
got  a  reply  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  who  said  that  he 
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Question.  What  is  the  usual  rate  charged  by  brokers? 

Answer.  We  have  generally  charged  2^  per  cent. 

Question.  Is  that  cuptomary  in  New  York  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  believe  so.     Some  charge  five  percent. 

Question.  Do  you  charge  five  per  cent,  where  the  charters  extend 
only  to  a  port  in  the  United  States  ? 

Answer.  We  used  to,  to  New  Orleans  and  the  south  charge  five  per 
cent.;  but  for  New  York  we  had  a  regular  charge,  they  collecting  the 
freight.  Since  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  railroad  has  been  broken  up 
it  has  knocked  us  dead  in  our  trade. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  person  applying  to  Colonel  Belger 
to  charter  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  of  one  or  two,  and  they  said  he  turned  them 
over  to  Mr.  Hall. 

Question.*  Do  you  know  Charles  Coblens? 

Answer.  I  know  him  when  I  see  him.  I  have  no  acquaintance 
with  him. 

Question.  Dq  you  know  anything  about  his  business  before  the  war  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  never  saw  him  until  within  about  six  months. 
He  was  pointed  out  to  me. 

Question.  What  is' his  business  in  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  understood  he  was  a  horse-jockey. 

Question.  Has  he  ever  before  been  engaged  in  the  shipping  busi- 
ness ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Do  you  know  John  F.  Pickrell  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  long  has  he  resided  in  Baltimore? 

Answer.  Well,  it  is  hard  work  to  say.  I  have  known  him  for  about 
thirty  years. 

Question.  What  has  been  his  business? 

Answer.  He  has  been  a  commission  merchant  at  Baltimore. 

Question.  Has  he  been  engaged  as  a  ship-broker? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  a  ship-broKer. 

Question.  Have  you  knowA  of  his  owning  any  vessels  until  quite 
recently  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  not. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  know  of  his  having  any  transactions  with 
Mr.  Charles  Coblens  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  for  certain  as  to  the  name.  There  is  a 
Coblens  ;  whether  it  is  Charles  or  not,  I  cannot  say.  He  has  a  sign 
on  Mr.  Pickrell's  door  on  Schmidt's  dock.  This  Coblens  is  a  Jew. 
I  do  not  know  his  first  name. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  more  than  five  per  cent,  having  been 
paid  to  Mr.  Hall  for  brokerage  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.     That  is  all  I  paid. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  five  per  cent,  upon  the  vessels'  receipts 
daring  the  time  they  should  be  in  the  employment  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  They  were  chartered  at  four  dollars  per  regis- 
tered ton  per  month.  One  of  them  amounted  to  $1,100,  and  another 
to  $864.     The  other  two  were  smaller. 
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Question.  Were  they  chartered  for  a  given  time  ? 

Answer.  It  was  so  much  a  month ;  the  charter  to  last  as  long  as 
the  government  wanted  them. 

Question.  Was  your  agreement  with  Mr.  Hall  that  he  should  retain 
five  per  cent,  upon  the  earnings  of  the  ships  so  long  as  the  govern- 
ment employed  them  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  vessels  being  chartered  to  govern- 
ment in  Baltimore,  except  through  the  agency  of  A.  0.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  one,  sir. 

JOHN  ROSE. 


Washington,  Monday,  JanuaryA2,  1863. 
William  Applkoarth,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  name,  the  firm  of  which  you  are  a  member, 
your  residence,  and  occupation. 

Answer.  William  Applegarth,  of  the  firm  of  William  Applegarth  A 
Son,  37  Piatt  street,  Baltimore;  ship-broker. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  so  engaged? 

Answer.  Fifteen  or  twenty  years. 

Question.  In  Baltimore? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  vessels  to  the  United  States  gov- 
ernment? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  many? 

Answer.    I  do  not  know  that  I  can  answer  exactly  ;    fifteen  or 
twenty  at  difierent  times. 

Question.  Did  they  belong  to  you  or  to  other  parties? 

Answer.  To  me  and  other  parties  ;  mostly  to  myself. 

Question.  Through  whom  have  you  chjartered  them  ? 

Answer.  A.  C.  Hall. 

Question.  Anybody  else? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  to  government. 

Question.  What  have  you  paid  him  on  all? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent,  in  all  cases. 

Question.  Have  you  paid  him  more  in  any  case? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  myself.    I  think  he  has  collected  more. 

Question.  From  whom  ? 

Answer.  From  the  captains  of  these  vessels. 

Question.  Of  these  same  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Outside  vessels.     Those  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  myself. 

Question.  Are  those  sailing  vessels  or  steamers  ? 

Answer.  Sailing  vessels — all,  sir. 

Question.    Is  this  five  per  cent,  upon  all  the  earnings  of  the  ships, 
so  long  as  they  remain  in  the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question.  Did  you  ever  apply  to  Col.  Belger  to  charter  your  ves- 
sels? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Why  did  you  go  to  Mr.  Hall? 

Answer.  He  referred  me  to  A.  C.  Hall. 

Question.  Why? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.     I  was  vexed  about  it. 

Question.  Did  he  give  any  excuse  for  sending  you  to  him? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  he  said  he  was  a  very  clever  gentleman ;  that 
was  all.     He  just  turned  me  off  to  him. 

Question.  He  just  turned  and  said,  ''  You  can  apply  to  Mr.  Hall?" 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  all. 

Question.  When  was  that? 

Answer.  That  was  before  he  moved  on  Gay  street ;  in  January  or 
February  ? 

Question.  How  much  in  all  have  you  paid  to  Mr.  Hall  for  the  ves- 
sels he  has  chartered  of  you  ?    State  generally. 

Answer.  I  suppose  $1,200  or  $1,600,  on  what  I  have  chartered. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Charles  Coblens? 

Answer.  I  only  know  him  as  a  man  ;  I  have  seen  him  some  since  he 
has  been  there  with  Mr.  Pickrell. 

Question.  How  long  has  he  been  in  the  shipping  business? 

Answer.  I  have  never  known  him  until  about  a  year  ago. 

Question.  How  long  has  Mr.  Pickrell  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Pickrell  has  been  there  as  a  commission  merchant, 
around  about,  but  not  in  the  shipping  business 

Question.  Was  he  supposed  to  have  auy  capital  when  he  went  into 
this  business. 

Answer..  I  do  not  know  either  one  of  them  had. 

Question.  How  did  they  manage  to  get  this  business  into  their 
hands  ? 

Answer.  Upon  my  word  I  don't  know  ;  I  have  demurred  time  and 
again,  and  have  not  chartered  my  vessels  to  Hall ;  and  what  was  the 
consequence?  I  was  thrown  back  and  I  had  fifteen  or  twenty  vessels 
on  my  hands,  and  eastern  vessels  would  come  in  and  ho  would  charter 
them  right  under  my  eyes,  and  I  then  told  my  captains,  ''  You  must 
agree  with  me  to  pay  him  the  five  per  cent.,  for  if  we  do  not  we  can- 
not do  any  business." 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  vessels  being  chartered  in  Baltimore 
for  government,  except  through  A.  C.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  one.  I  chartered  two  or  three  to  the  Navy 
Department  to  go  down  to  Beaufort,  I  believe,  to  Joshua  Hall ;  one 
or  two  to  Old  Point,  and  one  or  two  to  Beaufort. 

Question.  What  is  the  usual  percentage  charged  by  brokers  for  ports 
within  the  United  States  ? 

Answer.  In  the  city  of  Baltimore  the  custom  is  to  charge  2^  per 
cent.,  if  they  go  out  of  Cape  Henry,  and  5  per  cent,  inside  of  Cape 
Henry.     That  is  our  usual  charge. 

Question.  You  never  knew  anything  about  Coblens  until  he  turned 
up  as  an  array  contractor  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not.     I  do  not  know  where  he  came  from.     My  im- 
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preBsion  is  that  Goblens  is  the  owner  of  all  these  steamers  on  the  pa- 
pers ;  and  Mr.  Pickrell  &  Hall,  who  would  not  be  known  in  it,  are 
receiving  the  profits.  There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  about  that. 
They  turned  around  last  summer  and  bought  a  large  part  of  the  steam- 
ers in  the  city  of  Baltimore :  the  tug-boats  Edwin  Forrest,  the  Fairy 
Queen,  the  Jim  Murray,  the  old  Patapsco,  the  old  Haswell.  They 
bought  the  side-wheel  steamer  Cecil,  the  steamer  Baltimore,  the  Tele- 
graph, the  Lily,  the  Miss  Mary,  and  the  barge  Delaware.  Yon  can- 
not find  out  who  the  owner  is  ;  but  Coblens  appears  so.  He  has  been 
a  horse  dealer  ;  there  was  a  circumstance.  One  of  my  captains  was 
on  the  Baltimore.  She  came  up  from  Beaufort,  and  it  was  reported 
that  she  ran  into  a  pungy.  They  were  going  to  libel  her,  and  I  was 
sent  for  to  go  bond  for  her.  I  would  not  go,  because  1  would  not  go 
into  anything  that  Mr.  Pickrell  was  not  in  himself.  The  captain  said 
he  would  go  up  and  bond  her.  He  went  up  and  found  that  she  really 
did  not  belong  to  anybody  but  Coblens  and  McFarlane,  Col.  Belger's 
clerk.  The  profits,  I  suppose,  are  divided  between  Hall  &  Pickrell. 
Question.  How  much  is  the  Baltimore  worth  ? 
Answer.  I  don't  know.  I  suppose  she  is  worth  $16,000  or  |18,000. 
Question.  What  is  the  Patapsco  worth  ? 

Answer.  I  would  not  give  $500  for  her,  and  I  never  saw  the  time 
within  five  years  when  I  would.     She  is  a  perfect  humbug. 
Question.  What  is  the  Telegraph  worth? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  what  the  Telegraph  is  worth.     The  Patap- 
sco was  not  worth  over  five  to  ten  hundred  dollars. 
Question.  What  is  the  Fairy  Queen  worth  ? 
Answer.  I  think  he  paid  |3,000  or  $3,200  for  her. 
Question.  What  is  the  Lily  worth  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  anything  about  the  Lily.  She  was  bought 
from  Chesapeake  city. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  Cecil  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  say  that  when  you  proposed  to  Col.  Belger  to  char- 
ter your  vessels  to  him,  he  directed  you  to  Mr.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  then  asked  him  why  he  did  it.  Said  I,  **Col. 
Belger,  you  are  subjecting  me  to  paying  5  percent,  commission,  whep 
I  could  serve  you  with  the  vessel  as  low  or  lower  than  Mr.  Hall,  be- 
cause I  would  not  have  the  commission  to  pay." 

Question.  Then  Col.  Belger  knew  that  Hall  compelled  you  to  pay 
five  per  cent,  commission  ? 

Answer.  Yes  sir,  I  told  him  so,  and  I  asked  him  why  he  subjected 
me  to  it?  He  said  ''  0^  Hall  is  a  very  clever  man,"  and  turned  me 
oflf  in  that  way. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Mr.  Hall  receiving  more  than  five  per 
.  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  know  of  his  doing  it,  but  not  on  vessels  that  he  chartered 
of  me ;  so  the  captains  told  me.  I  went  to  buy  a  vessel  that  belonged 
down  east ;  the  captain  said  she  tonned  90  tons,  and.  was  bragging 
what  he  could  make.  He  said  he  had  chartered  her  for  six  months. 
I  asked  him  if  he  did  not  have  trouble  to  get  her  chartered  ?  He  said 
«'  No  sir,  I  got  her  through  Hall— she  is  at  $360."     '*  What  do  you 
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^et  ?' '  I  asked.     He  said  '< $300,  and  Hall  takes  $60."  I  do  not  know 
the  name  of  the  vessel  now,  bat  I  gave  it  to  Mr.  Baker. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  the  captain's  name? 

Answer.  No  sir,     I  referred  it  to  Mr.  Baker,  the  provost  marshal. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  get  Mr.  Hall  to  discount  any  of  your  char- 
ter-parties? 

Answer.  No  sir,  I  sold  him  a  bill  once. 

Question.  What  discount  does  he  charge  on  them  ? 

Answer.  Five  or  ten,  or  anything  he  can  get,  but  five  per  cent.  I 
suppose  is  a  general  thing. 

Question.  Is  he  in  the  habit  of  discounting  ? 

Answer.  For  most  of  these  barges  he  does. 

Question.  He  discounts  the  bill  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  are  his  rates  for  discounting  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know — not  less  than  five  per  cent.,  of  course,  I 
suppose. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  any  of  the  tugs  or  vessels  em- 
ployed by  the  government  having  been  used ,  while  under  charter, 
for  tugging  private  vessels? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  State  what  vessels  were  thus  used. 

Answer.  The  Patapsco  and  the  Haswell.  We  paid  the  bills  fre- 
quently— time  and  again. 

Question.  To  whom? 

Answer.  To  Mr.  Hall's  clerk  ;  and  any  man  that  had  half  an  eye 
could  see  that  that  was  not  right. 

Question.  Has  Mr.  Hall  been  acting  as  the  agent  of  the  govern- 
ment there,  managing  these  boats  in  the  harbor  ? 

Answer.  He  has,  since  last  August,  I  think. 

Question.  Has  he  had  the  general  charge  of  the  boats  around 
the  harbor? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  everybody  that  wants  to  do  anything  there  has 
to  go  to  Mr.  Hall. 

W.  APPLEGABTH80N. 


Washington,  Monday y  January  12,  1863. 
Andrew  Gbat,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  place  of  business  and  occupation. 

Answer.  Corner  of  Buchanan's  wharf  and  Pratt  street,  Baltimore  ; 
ship-broker  and  commission  merchant. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  vessels  to  the  United  States 
within  the  last  eighteen  months  ? 

Answer.  We  have. 

Question.  How  many? 
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Answer.  Probably  ia  the  neighborhood  of  seventy-five,  more  or 
less. 

Question.  Sailing  vessels  or  steamers  ? 

Answer.  Entirely  sailing  vessels. 

Question.  State  throngh  whom  you  have  effected  those  charters. 

Answer.  We  have  chartered  to  the  quartermaster's  department 
through  A.  C.  Hall.  We  have  chartered  a  few  to  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  to  the  quartermaster's  depart- 
ment except  through  Mr.  Hall. 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  per  cent,  have  you  paid  Mr.  Hall  on  those  char- 
ters ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  Five  per  cent,  on  their  earnings  during  the  time  they 
were  in  the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Why  did  you  apply  to  A.  0.  Hall  to  effect  your  charters? 

Answer.  The  first  government  charters  I  was  aware  of  were  on  the 
Burnside  expedition  ;  and  Mr.  Hall  had  chartered  a  number  of  ves- 
sels before  I  nad  any  knowledge  of  it. 

Question.  Did  you  apply  directly  to  the  quartermaster's  depart- 
ment? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Why  did  you  not  go  directly  to  the  quartermaster's 
department  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Hall  was  in  the  market  with  these  charters.  I  was 
always  under  the  impression  that  I  could  not  charter  direct,  although 
I  never  made  application.  It  was  by  common  consent  among  ship- 
brokers. 

Question.  Were  you  acting  as  owner  or  ship-broker? 

Answer.  As  ship-broker. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  charge  the  men  for  whom  you  acted? 

Answer.  Two  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  And  he  charged  you  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  So  that  the  owner  was  compelled  to  pay  seven  and  a  half 
per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  if  they  went  directly  to  Mr.  Hall  I  think  they 
saved  two  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  How  long  has  Mr.  Hall  been  transacting  this  kind  of 
business  with  sailing  vessels? 

Answer.  I  can  state  the  first  knowledge  I  had  of  his  being  in  the 
market.  Perhaps  others  were  chartered  before  ours.  I  think  ours 
were  in  February,  1862,  the  time  of  the  Burnside  expedition.  We 
did  not  charter  any  until  that  time.  The  first  vessels  we  chartered 
were  for  the  Burnside  expedition. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  vessels  being  chartered  for  the  War 
Department,  at  Baltimore,  except  through  the  agency  or  instrumen- 
tality of  A.  C.  Hall? 

Answer.  1  do  not ;  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any. 
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Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  is  the  agent  of  the  quarter- 
master for  the  care  of  his  boats  after  they  are  chartered,  whilst  in  the 
"harbor  ? 

Answer.  We  go  to  him ;  he  charters  the  vessels  ;  he  gives  direc- 
tions where  to  go  and  load^  and  what  to  load  with. 

Question.  He  looks  after  them  and  orders  them  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  an  order  passes  through  him.  I  have  noticed 
frequently  we  did  not  get  an  order.  A  vessel,  for  instance,  is  loaded 
with  coals :  he  tells  them  where  to  go.  The  captain  does  not  go  to 
Oolonel  Belger's  office  to  get  his  orders  in  every  instance. 

Question.  He  represents  Colonel  Belger  ? 

Answer.  The  orders  pass  through  him.  Colonel  Belger's  name  is 
attached  to  the  order.  If  the  vessel  is  ordered  to  Fortress  Monroe, 
or  any  place  else,  the  orders  come  through  Mr.  Hall. 

Question.  Then  Mr.  Hall  acts  for  the  principal,  and  controls 
them  ? 

Answer.  The  charters  we  have  made  have  been  signed  by  different 
parties. 

Question.  But  after  the  vessels  have  been  chartered,  are  they  not 
controlled  and  directed  by  Mr.  Hall,  as  the  representative  and  agent 
^f  the  quartermaster's  department? 

Answer.  I  hardly  know  what  term  to  apply;  as  an  agent,  certainly, 
he  directs  the  vessels  where  to  go  ;  and  when  they  are  loaded  he 
watches  very  closely  to  see  that  they  get  oflF. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  vessels  in  the  employment  of  the 
United  States  having  been  used  to  tow  private  vessels  there  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  positive  knowledge  of  it.  I  have  heard  it  so 
stated,  but  I  have  no  positive  kuowledge  of  it.  I  am  not  interested  in 
any  steamboats. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Charles  Coblens. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  known  him  ? 

Answer.  I  have  never  known  him  until  within  a  short  period.  He 
has  an  office  with  Mr.  Pickrell.     I  never  knew  him  until  last  fall. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  before  know  him  as  an  owner  of  shipping? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  have  heard  that  be  has  made  purchases  since 
the  war. 

Question.  Did  you  know  of  Mr.  Pickrell  being  engaged  as  a  ship- 
broker,  or  as  an  owner  of  ships  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  have  known  Mr.  Pickrell  for  eight  or  nine 
years.  He  was  interested  in  navigation.  He  undertook  to  build  a 
ship  eight  or  nine  years  ago — a  ship  named  the  John  Clark.  He 
commenced  building  the  John  Clark,  and  was  interested  to  some  ex- 
tent. 

Question.  What  amount  of  capital  had  Mr.  Pickrell  when  he  went 
in  with  Coblens  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  He  has  been  in  active  business  in  Balti- 
more with  Butts,  Pickrell  &  Co. 

Question.  Was  he  supposed  to  be  worth  anything? 

Answer.  His  father  was  from  Georgetown,  and  I  believe  left  a  very 
-considerable  estate. 
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Question.  Have  you  ever  been  much  about  Colonel  Belger'e  office? 

Answer.  I  have  ;  on  an  average  of  perhaps  once  a  week. 

Question.  Is  Coblens  generally  there  ? 

Answer.  I  have  seen  him  there  frequently. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  see  Pickrell  there? 

Answer.   No,  sir  ;  I  never  saw  him  there. 

Question.  Is  Hall  frequently  there  ? 

Answer.  He  is  generally  there.  I  have  seen  him  there  as  often  as 
any  other  man  that  I  met  there. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  of  your  bills  for  charter-parties 
discounted  by  Mr.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  don't  think' we  have. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  merchants,  or  ship-owners,  or  mas- 
ters having  that  done  ? 

Answer.  I  think  sometimes  Mr.  Hall  has  lent  them  money — one  or 
two  hundred  dollars  frequently.  There  is  great  delay  in  getting  into 
Colonel  Belger's  office.  There  is  such  a  crowd,  sometimes  I  have  had 
to  wait  for  days  in  order  to  collect. 

Question.  How  much  did  he  charge  for  such  collecting? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  that  he  has  charged  anything. 

Question.  What  did  you  pay  him  ? 

Answer.  I  have  never  borrowed  any  money  on  any  charters. 

Question.  Who  controls  the  Citizens'  Bank  ? 

Answer.  John  Clark.  This  ship  I  spoke  of  was  named  for  him. 
He  was  in  business  when  he  bought  the  charter  of  the  bank.  He  is 
interested  in  the  bank  to  a  great  extent.  He  is  the  largest  share- 
holder.    It  is  considered  his  bank. 

ANDREW  GRAY. 


Washington,  Monday^  Janttary  12,  1863. 
John  R.  Rhodes,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows  : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  place  of  business  and  your  occupation. 

Answer.  I  am  a  ship-broker  and  commission  merchant.  My  office 
is  on  the  corner  of  Smith's  wharf  and  Pratt  street. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  that  business? 

Answer.  Fifteen  or  sixteen  years. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  vessels  to  the  United  States  gov- 
ernment during  the  last  eighteen  months  ? 

Answer.  I  have  chartered  ten  or  twelve. 

Question.  Through  whom  ? 

Answer.  A.  C.  Hall. 

Question.  Who  and  what  is  A.  C.  Hall. 

Answer.  I  don't  know.     I  never  could  find  out. 

Question.  How  long  has  he  lived  in  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  He  has  been  in  Baltimore,  I  should  think,  seven  years. 
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Qnestion.  How  did  it  happen  that  yoa,  being  a  ship-broker,  went 
to  A.  C.  Hall,  another  ship-broker  ? 

Answer.  Colonel  Belger  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  us. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  apply  to  Colonel  Belger  to  charter  your 
vessels  ? 

Answer    Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  did  he  say  ? 

Answer.  He  said  Mr.  Hall  was  the  man. 

Question.  To  charter  the  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  apply  to  him  more  than  once? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  He  said  you  must  go  through  A.  C.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  state  the  reason  why  you  must  charter  through 
Hall? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  commission  did  you  pay  Hall  ? 

Answer.  I  have  paid  him  on  my  own  vessel,  and  those  I. am  inter- 
ested in,  five  per  cent. 

Question.  How  much  on  vessels  for  other  parties? 

Answer.  I  should  think  it  would  amount  to  seven  and  a  half  per 
cent.,  certainly,  on  some  vessels. 

Question.  You  paid  him  seven  and  a  half  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  on  some  vessels. 

Question.  Then  you  charged  the  owners  besides  ? 

Answer.  Yes  sir.  I  have  to  charge  the  owners  two  and  a  half  per 
cent,  commission  on  charters  made,  outside  of  the  four  dollars  a  ton 
per  month.  For  hay,  oats,  and  such  cargoes  around  the  bay  here, 
were  five  per  cent.    That  was  our  usual  charge. 

Question.  In  addition  to  that  he  charges  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  That  makes  ten  per  cent,  that  comes  out  of  the  owner? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  It  was  seven  and  a  half  to  twelve  per  cent,  that 
came  out  of  the  owner.  I  should  like  to  add  a  few  words.  When  I 
was  here  before  Mr.  Baker,  and  also  a  gentleman  with  whom  I  am 
well  acquainted,  who  was  with  him,  and  I  there  named  two  vessels^ 
and  stated  the  facts  that  I  was  acquainted  with.  When  I  went  back 
to  Baltimore  Mr.  Hall  attacked  me  about  my  being  here.  He  did  not 
ask  me  what  I  said.  He  took  me  into  his  private  office.  I  don't  know 
whether  the  door  was  locked  or  not.  I  got  very  angry,  and  I  don't 
know  what  would  have  happened  if  a  gentleman  had  not  come  in  there. 

Question.    How  did  he  attack  you  ? 

Answer.  Says  he,  ''I  understand  you  have  been  talking  about 
me ;"  and  he  brought  up  thisafiair  that  you  know  was  here,  and  in 

Particular  in  regard  to  a  charge  I  had  made,  that  Mr.  Tone,  of  Port 
deposit,  had  told  me  that  he  had  paid  Hall  ten  thousand  dollars 
commission.  He  told  me  that,  in  presence  of  my  nephew,  who  heard 
it  also.     He  has  denied  since  that  he  said  so. 

Question.    Who  was  this  that  made  the  statement? 

Answer.   Mr.  Jacob  Tone.    He  resides  at  Port  Deposit.    He  denied 
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having  said  so  ;  but  he  was  standing  alongside  of  me  at  the  time,  and 
I  put  it  right  down  on  a  piece  of  paper. 

Question.    Did  he  deny  doing  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  but  he  denied  having  said  that  he  had  paid  that 
on  contract  of  lumber. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  vessel  having  been  chartered  in 
Baltimore  for  the  use  of  the  United  States  government,  except  through 
the  agency  of  A.  C.  Hall. 

Answer.  I  did,  sir,  in  one  instance. 

Question.  What  vessel  was  that? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  the  name  of  the  vessel.  A  gentleman  told 
me  the  circumstance  last  week  ;  that  he  went  there,  to  Colonel  Belger, 
for  the  papers,  and  the  papers  were  sent  to  A.  C.  Hall ;  and  when  he 
went  there  after  his  papers  Hall  said,  **  You  owe  me  |75  for  my  five 
per  cent,  commission."  He  says,  ^'  I  can't  pay  it.  This  is  my  own 
vessel." 

Question.  Who  told  you  this  ? 

Answer.  Marsella  A.  Mitchell  is  his  name.  He  made  the  contract 
direct  for  his  own  vessel.  His  place  of  business  is  No.  2,  Spear's 
wharf  Hall  has  not  done  any  business  with  me  since  I  got  back 
from  Washington.  My  own  vessels  have  laid  there,  and  he  has 
chartered  vessels  from  other  parties.  I  do  not  suppose  he  will  deal 
with  me. 

Question.  How  long  has  Charles  Coblens  been  engaged  in  the  basi- 
ness  of  ship-owner  and  broker? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  known  him  ? 

Answer.  I  have  known  him — say,  one  year. 

Question.  What  bufuness  has  he  been  engaged  in  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  How  long  has  Mr.  Pickrell  been  engaged  in  shipping? 

Answer.  Mr.  Pickrell  is  what  is  termed  a  merchant  here.  I  have 
known  John  F.  Pickrell  for  ten  years. 

Question.  Have  you  known  him  as  a  ship-broker? 

Answer.  I  have  never  known  him  as  a  ship-broker. 

Question.  Or  as  a  ship-owner  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  before  this  business  he  used  to  do  a  great  deal  of 
business  with  the  south  ;  and  just  at  the  breaking  out  of  the  rebellion 
be  chartered,  may  be,  two  or  three  vessels  to  take  coal  south,  for 
I  have  always  taken  him  to  be  a  strong  southern  man  until  now. 
Coal  was  very  high  there. 

Question.  You  always  took  Pickrell  to  be  so  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  that  the  general  understanding  in  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  That  was  a  surmise  of  my  own. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  other  other  facts  bearing  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  our  inquiry  ? 

Answer.  I  chartered  two  steamboats,  the  Pilot  and  the  Joseph  F. 
Baker  to  A.  C.  Hall  in  March,  1862,  I  think. 

Question.  For  how  long  a  time? 

Answer.  No  definite  time  ;  by  the  day. 
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Question.  At  what  per  day. 

Answer.  One  was  at  $50  a  day,  and  the  other  was  at  $66  and  at 
$85  a  day;  that  is  $65  if  she  continued  in  this  service,  and  $85  if  she 
went  out  south  towards  Hatteras  or  New  Orleans;  but  that  is  not  what 
they  are  paying  now.  They  are  now  paying  almost  double  that  for 
vessels. 

Question.  Who  did  you  charter  them  for  ? 

Answer.  For  the  government. 

Question.  Did  you  own  them  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     I  was  merely  agent  for  them. 

Question.  What  parties? 

Answer.  Parties  in  Philadelphia  ;  Baker  &  Co. 

Question.  How  much  commission  did  you  pay  Hall  on  them? 

Answer.  He  was  to  have  five  per  cent,  and  I  two  and  a  half. 

Question.  Was  there  to  be  any  other  portion  of  the  receipts  on  the 
charter-party  paid  to  Hall  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  the  charter-party  was  made  out  in  Mr.  Hall's 
name  ;  almost  all  were  made  out  in  his  name.  They  would  not  make 
them  out  in  anybody  else's  name  ;  most  of  the  charter-parties  that  I 
saw  were. 

Question.  Who  signs  them  for  the  government? 

Answer.  Colonel  Belger  does  now.  I  think  most  of  them  for  a 
time  were  signed  by  Captain  Hodges,  of  New  York. 

Question.  Was  any  person  present  at  the  time  of  the  chartering  of 
those  vessels  and  steamboats  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  Mr.  Baker's  son  was  there. 

Question.  How  long  has  that  charter-party  continued? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know,  sir.  1  believe  one  of  them  is  engaged 
now,  and  as  Hall  don't  speak  to  me,  I  can  get  no  account  of  the  boats, 
nor  where  they  are,  nor  what  they  are  doing. 

Question.  Are  these  charter-parties  made  in  his  name? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question.  Does  he  hold  them  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  he  does. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have,  or  do  you  know  any  one  who  has  had 
the  amount  due  on  a  charter,  or  due  from  the  government,  discounted 
by  Hall? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  that  has  been  done.  It  has  never  been  done  for 
me. 

Question.  How  much  does  he  charge  for  discounting? 

Answer.  From  two  and  a  half  to  five  per  cent,  is  paid. 

Question.  What  were  Hall's  circumstances  when  this  war  broke 
out,  or  when  he  commenced  this  business  ? 

Answer.  I  think  they  were  very  slim,  from  the  business  he  was 
doing. 

Question.   What  are  his  circumstances  now  ? 

Answer.  I  have  myself  individually  put  his  income  down  at  $500 
a  day,  net  income.  I  do  not  know  what  any  other  person  would 
think  about  it,  but  that  is  my  idea  of  the  matter. 

Question.  Did  you  say  that  these  vessels  are  now  getting  a  higher 
rate  than  you  chartered  them  at  ? 


250  TESTIMONY. 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  say  the  governmeDt  is  paying  a  higher  rate 
for  poorer  propellers. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  government  vessels 
having  been  used  for  towing  private  vessels  at  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  know  of  it,  sir  ;  but  I  do  not  know  what  the  bills  were. 
I  have  heard  men  speak  about  it,  that  government  vessels  were  being 
employed  in  that  way  and  that  he  was  getting):  paid  for  it. 

JOHN  R.  RHOADS. 


Washington,  Monday^  January  12,  1863. 
Richard  M,  Heslen,  being  duly  sworn,  testifies  as  follows  : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  place  of  business  and  the  character  of  yonr 
business. 

Answer.  Corner  of  Pratt  and  Gay  streets,  Baltimore  ;  ship-broker. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  that  business  ? 

Answer.  Since  1864. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  vessels  to  the  United  States 
government  since  this  war  commenced  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  have,  a  number  of  them — perhaps  30  or  40  or 
50 — I  cannot  tell  exactly. 

Question.  Were  they  sailing  or  steam  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Sailing,  altogether. 

Question.  State  through  what  broker  you  chartered  them? 

Answer.  It  was  done  altogether  through  A.  C.  Hall. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  charter  any  through  any  body  .else? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  believe  we  did  charter  one  through  Captain 
Loper,  at  Annapolis,  before  Mr.  Hall  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
business. 

Question.  State  what  per  cent,  you  have  paid  to  Mr.  Hall  for 
transacting  this  business. 

Answer.  I  have  paid  Mr.  Hall  on  all  the  vessels  that  were  char- 
tered for  the  Burnside  expedition  (and  I  think  there  were  twelve  for 
that  expedition)  7^  per  cent. 

Question.  How  much  for  the  others? 

Answer.  For  those  since,  for  the  McClellan  expedition  and  what- 
ever business  they  wanted  them  for,  7^  per  cent. ;  we  paid  him  five 
and  retained  2J.  It  was  understood  by  the  captains  that  they  were 
to  pay  7^  per  cent,  commission.  We  retained  2^  and  paid  the  other 
five  to  Mr.  Hall. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  vessels  at  Baltimore  chartered  for 
the  United  States  government  except  through  the  agency  of  A.  C. 
Hall? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  of  your  bills  that  were  due  from 
the  government  for  charter-parties  discounted  by  Mr.  Hall? 
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Answer.  I  have  no  positive  knowledge  of  it.  I  have  heard  some 
of  the  captains  say  that  Mr.  Hall  has  given  them  money. 

Question.  What  percentage  did  he  charge  them  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  able  to  state. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  he  made  a  charge? 

Answer.  I  am  fully  under  that  impression,  but  I  cannot  say  so. 

Question.  Why  did  you  charter  your  vessels  through  Mr.  Hall  ? 

Answer.   We  could  not  charter  them  otherwise. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  try  to  charter  your  vessels  otherwise? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  applied  directly  to  Colonel 
Belger,  but  it  was  a  matter  understood  among  all  the  brokers  at  Bal- 
timore and  the  owners  of  vessels,  that  it  was  of  no  use  to  apply  to 
Colonel  Belger. 

Question.  You  were  so  told  by  those  who  had  tried? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  Captain  Loper  on  the  vessel  you 
chartered  through  him  ? 

Answer.  Nothing. 

Question.  Did  you  agree  to  give  him  anything  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  were  Mr.  Hall's  circumstances  when  he  com- 
menced this  business  ? 

Answer.  We  knew  him  as  an  agent  for  tow-boats.  I  have  known 
Mr.  Hall  for  six,  seven,  or  eight  years  that  he  has  been  in  Baltimore. 
When  I  first  knew  him  he  was  agent  for  the  American  Coal  Com- 
pany, and  afterwards  for  Cromwell's  line  of  steamers  from  Baltimore 
to  New  York  ;  after  this  war  broke  out  he  got  at  this  business. 

Question.  How  was  he  regarded,  as  to  his  pecuniary  circumstances  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  was  ever  regarded  as  a  man  of  means. 

Question.  How  is  he  now  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  is  pretty  well  to  do.    It  is  generally  supposed  so. 

Question.  Is  it  understood  that  he  is  rich — that  his  revenues  are 
very  large? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  do  you  estimate  them  per  day  from  what  you 
know  of   the  percentages  he  has  received  ? 

Answer.  I  have  known  days  when  he  has  not  done  anythiiig  at  all, 
and  then  I  have  known  him  to  take  seven  or  eight  vessels  that  paid 
him  $50  apiece,  perhaps. 

Question.  Are  not  all  the  vessels  chartered  at  Baltimore  paying 
him  regularly  five  to  seven  and  a  half  per  cent,  upon  all  their  earn- 
ings? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then  his  revenues  are  very  large  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  have  heard  it  estimated  frequently  at  $500  a 
day  ;  of  course  I  could  not  say  myself. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Charles  Coblens  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  did  you  first  know  him  as  being  engaged  in  your 
profession  of  ship-owner  and  broker  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  say  the  government  is  paying  a  higher  rate 
for  poorer  propellers. 

Question.  Do  yon  know  anything  about  the  government  vessels 
having  been  used  for  towing  private  vessels  at  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  know  of  it,  sir  ;  but  I  do  not  know  what  the  bills  were. 
I  have  heard  men  speak  about  it,  that  government  vessels  were  being 
employed  in  that  way  and  that  he  was  getting):  paid  for  it. 

JOHN  R.  RHOADS. 


Washington,  Monday,  January  12,  1863. 
Richard  M.  Heslen,  being  duly  sworn,  testifies  as  follows : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  place  of  business  and  the  character  of  your 
business. 

Answer.  Corner  of  Pratt  and  Gay  streets,  Baltimore  ;  ship-broker. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  that  business? 

Answer.  Since  1864. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  vessels  to  the  United  States 
government  since  this  war  commenced  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  have,  a  number  of  them — perhaps  30  or  40  or 
50 — I  cannot  tell  exactly. 

Question.  Were  they  sailing  or  steam  vessels? 

Answer.  Sailing,  altogether. 

Question.  State  through  what  broker  you  chartered  them? 

Answer.  It  was  done  altogether  through  A.  C.  Hall. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  charter  any  through  anybody  .else? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  believe  we  did  charter  one  throuprh  Captain 
Loper,  at  Annapolis,  before  Mr.  Hall  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
business. 

Question.  State  what  per  cent,  you  have  paid  to  Mr.  Hall  for 
transacting  this  business. 

Answer.  I  have  paid  Mr.  Hall  on  all  the  vessels  that  were  char- 
tered for  the  Burnside  expedition  (and  I  think  there  were  twelve  for 
that  expedition)  7^  per  cent. 

Question.  How  much  for  the  others  ? 

Answer.  For  those  since,  for  the  McClellan  expedition  and  what- 
ever business  they  wanted  them  for,  TJ  per  cent. ;  we  paid  him  five 
and  retained  2J.  It  was  understood  by  the  captains  that  they  were 
to  pay  7^  per  cent,  commission.  We  retained  2J  and  paid  the  other 
five  to  Mr.  Hall. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  vessels  at  Baltimore  chartered  for 
the  United  States  government  except  through  the  agency  of  A.  C. 
Hall? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  of  your  bills  that  were  due  from 
the  government  for  charter-parties  discounted  by  Mr.  Hall? 
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Answer.  I  have  no  positive  knowledge  of  it.  I  have  heard  some 
of  the  captains  say  that  Mr.  Hall  has  given  them  money. 

Question.  What  percentage  did  he  charge  them  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  able  to  state. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  he  made  a  charge? 

Answer.  I  am  fully  under  that  impression,  but  I  cannot  say  so. 

Question.  Why  did  you  charter  your  vessels  through  Mr.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  We  could  not  charter  them  otherwise. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  try  to  charter  your  vessels  otherwise? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  applied  directly  to  Colonel 
Belger,  but. it  was  a  matter  understood  among  all  the  brokers  at  Bal- 
timore and  the  owners  of  vessels,  that  it  was  of  no  use  to  apply  to 
Colonel  Belger. 

Question.  You  were  so  told  by  those  who  had  tried? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  Captain  Loper  on  the  vessel  you 
chartered  through  him  ? 

Answer.  Nothing. 

Question.  Did  you  agree  to  give  him  anything  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  were  Mr.  Hall's  circumstances  when  he  com- 
menced this  business  ? 

Answer.  We  knew  him  as  an  agent  for  tow-boats.  I  have  known 
Mr.  Hall  for  six,  seven,  or  eight  years  that  he  has  been  in  Baltimore. 
When  I  first  knew  him  he  was  agent  for  the  American  Coal  Com- 
pany, and  afterwards  for  Cromwell's  line  of  steamers  from  Baltimore 
to  New  York  ;  after  this  war  broke  out  he  got  at  this  business. 

Question.  How  was  he  regarded,  as  to  his  pecuniary  circumstances  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  was  ever  regarded  as  a  man  of  means. 

Question.  How  is  he  now  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  is  pretty  well  to  do.    It  is  generally  supposed  so. 

Question,  Is  it  understood  that  he  is  rich — that  his  revenues  are 
very  large? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  do  you  estimate  them  per  day  from  what  you 
know  of   the  percentages  he  has  received  ? 

Answer.  I  have  known  days  when  he  has  not  done  anythiiig  at  all, 
and  then  I  have  known  him  to  take  seven  or  eight  vessels  that  paid 
him  $50  apiece,  perhaps. 

Question.  Are  not  all  the  vessels  chartered  at  Baltimore  paying 
him  regularly  five  to  seven  and  a  half  per  cent,  upon  all  their  earn- 
ings? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then  his  revenues  are  very  large? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  have  heard  it  estimated  frequently  at  $500  a 
day  ;  of  course  I  could  not  say  myself. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Charles  Coblens  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  did  you  first  know  him  as  being  engaged  in  your 
profession  of  ship-owner  and  broker  ? 
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Answer.  Altogether  since  the  war  hroke  ont.  He  was  a  kind  of 
horse  dealer. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Pickrell  ? 

Answer.  Yes. 

Question.  When  did  you  first  know  him  as  engaged  in  this  de- 
scription of  business  ? 

Answer.  I  never  knew  him  as  a  ship-broker.  I  knew  him  as  a 
commission  merchant,  who  received  consignments  of  goods.  He  owned 
a  small  schooner  some  eight  or  ten  years  ago,  and  I  believe  he  had 
something  to  do  with  building  a  ship. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  portion  of  any  charter-party  of  any 
vessel  chartered  by  the  United  States  government  having  b^n  paid 
to  Mr.  Hall,  or  any  other  gentleman  representing  or  acting  for  the 
government  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  more  than  the  commission  agreed  upon  in  the 
first  place. 

Question.  Has  Mr.  Hall  acted  as  the  agent  of  the  quartermaster's 
department  in  disposing  vessels  in  the  harbor,  directing  them  when 
they  should  leave,  where  they  should  go,  and  in  stowing  them,  &c.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  He  has  frequently  given  instructions  where  the 
captains  should  proceed^  and  sent  a  tug-boat  to  take  them  to  such  a 
place. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  vessel  chartered  by  the  government, 
and  in  its  employment,  that  has  been  used  for  towing  private  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  have  heard  it  stated  that  such  was  the  iact, 
but  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it. 

R.  M.  HESLEN. 


Washington,  Tuesday,  January  20,  1863. 
Richard  F.  Loper,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 
Examined  by  the  Chairman. 

Question.  State  your  residence  and  occupation. 

Answer.  I  reside  in  Philadelphia  in  the  winter.  My  summer  resi- 
dence is  in  Stonington,  Connecticut.  I  have  resided  in  Philadelphia 
about  34  years.  I  married  in  Philadelphia.  My  occupation  is  steam- 
boat and  ship  constructor — steam-boiler,  steam-engine,  and  propeller 
constructor,  and  inventor  of  all.  1  am  president  of  the  Philadelphia 
Steam  Propeller  Company,  and  have  been  since  1849.  As  to  my  last 
business,  I  have  neglected  everything  since  the  war  broke  out,  but 
to  attend  to  and  try  to  assist  the  government  and  serve  my  country 
as  much  as  in  me  lay. 

Question.  When  did  you  commence  serving  the  country  during  this 
war? 

The  Witness.  May  I,  if  you  please,  ask  you  a  question  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Witness.  I  am  here  before  you  and  will  answer  everything  to 
the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief.     Do  you  wish  me  simply  to 
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answer  your  question,  or  explain  in  reference  to  everything  that  you 
want  to  know  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  have  you  answer  my  questions. 
Tou  can  then,  if  you  desire,  add  any  explanation  you  may  deem 
necessary. 

The  Witness.  I  wish  to  satisfy  you  and  give  you  information  on  the 
subject  of  your  investigation.  I  know  more — I  say  before  God  and 
man,  and  I  can  give  you  more  information  than  any  other  man  living 
on  the  subject  of  your  inquiry. 

Question.  Have  you  been  engaged  in  chartering  vessels  to  the  gov- 
ernment or  for  the  government  during  the  present  insurrection  ? 

Answer.  Both. 

Question.  When  did  you  commence  chartering  vessels  to  the- 
government? 

Answer.  Well,  I  commenced  taking  them  as  it  were  by  force.  Our 
troops  were  shot  down  in  Baltimore — I  forget  the  date,  but  some- 
where about  the  20th  of  April. 

Qtfestion.  The  19th. 

Answer.  Well,  then,  on  the  20th  I  commenced  taking  vessels. 
We  formed  a  company — those  were  trying  times  to  men's  souls.  Mr. 
J.  Edgar  Thompson,  president  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad,  and  Mr. 
Felton,  president  of  the  Philadelphia,  Wilmington,  and  Baltimore* 
railroad,  and  myself,  came  to  a  determination  to  take  the  responsi- 
bility and  open  a  communication  with  Washington.  Communication 
was  then  all  cut  off.  We  could  hear  from  nothing  nor  nobody. 
Then  it  was  decided. 

Question.  I  inquired  the  date  at  which  you  commenced  chartering^ 
vessels — you  say  the  20th  of  April  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  the  day  after  the  troops  were  shot  down  in  the 
streets  of  Baltimore. 

Question.  Were  the  vessels  you  took  up  at  that  time  taken  up  for 
the  government? 

Answer.  They  were  taken  up  for  the  government — not  knowing 
whether  the  government  would  pay  for  them,  or  we  would  have  to- 
pay  for  them  individually  out  of  our  own  pockets. 

Question.  Had  you  no  autnority  at  that  time  from  any  one  to  take 
them? 

Answer.  No  sir,  none  whatever,  except  that  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Thompson 
was  appointed  by  Mr.  Cameron  transportation  agent. 

Question.  From  that  time  since  you  have  been  acting  for  the  gov- 
ernment in  taking  vessels? 

Answer.  In  no  way.  The  owners  of  these  vessels  that  we  took 
became  anxious  to  have  their  vessels  back  or  to  know  who  was  going 
to  pay  for  them.  Mr.  Thompson  then  appointed  me  sub  agent  to 
him  to  sign  these  charters.  There  was  no  price  agreed  upon  for  the 
vessels  at  the  time  they  were  taken.  Mr.  Thompson,  Mr.  Felton, 
and  myself,  fixed  the  price  which  these  vessels  ought  to  be  paid  and 
fixed  up  the  charters  and  I  signed  them  as  assistant  agent  of  the  War 
Department,  receiving  my  appointment  through  Mr.  Thompson, 
which  appointment  is  now  on  file  with  the  War  Department  at 
Washington.     In  about  three  or  four  weeks,  I  do  not  remember  ex* 
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actly  now,  from  the  iinae  I  received  my  appointment,  I  received  a  no- 
tice from  J.  Edgar  Thompson  that  Mr.  Tucker  had  been  appointed 
transportation  agent  and  my  services  would  be  no  longer  required. 
After  that  I  signed  no  charters,  with  the  exception  of  three  or  four 
schooners  I  took  up  about  forty  schooners  for  General  Burnside  at 
Annapolis.     I  assisted  him.     I  volunteered. 

Question.  When  was  that? 

Answer.  That  was  in  January  last,  I  think.  I  was  with  him  about 
forty-five  days  there;  helped  him  all  in  my  power;  volunteered,  with  no 
authority  but  Mr.  Tucker's  request,  only  love  of  country.  I  chartered 
forty  different  vessels  for  him  ;  made  the  bargain  by  his  order. 

Question.  In  whose  name  were  they  chartered,  and  who  signed  the 
•charter-parties  on  the  part  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  The  most  of  them  were  signed  by  Mr.  Tucker  ;  afterwards, 
hy  request  of  General  Burnside,  a  part  of  them  were  signed  hy  me,  as 
I  said,  by  the  authority  of  General  Burnside  and  John  Tucker. 

Question.  How  did  it  happen  that  General  Burnside  and*  John 
Tucker  did  not  sign  them  themselves  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Was  General  Burnside  there? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Tucker  there? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  or  he  would  have  signed  them. 

Question.  Why  did  you  say,  when  you  signed  them,  that  you  signed 
them  by  order  of  Mr.  Tucker  ? 

Answer.  Because  he  told  me  to  do  everything  by  order  of  General 
Burnside. 

Question.  Had  you  any  written  authority  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  that  with  you  ? 

Answer.  I  have  a  despatch  from  Mr  .Tucker  that  General  Burnside 
had  requested  him  to  send  me  to  him  to  assist  him  at  Annapolis. 

Question.  What  other  vessels  have  you  chartered  besides  those  for 
ihe  Burnside  expedition  ? 

Answer.  None  myself. 

Question.  What  others  have  you  been  instrumental  in  having 
<;hartered  ? 

Answer.  A  great  many.  Mr.  Tucker  employed  me  to  examine  and 
report  upon  and  recommend  all  the  steamboats  that  were  chartered  in 
Philadelphia  and  New  York  for  General  McClellan's  expedition.  I 
examined  and  reported  them,  and  Mr.  Tucker  and  Mr.  Hodges, 
whom  the  Secretary  of  War  detailed  to  assist  Mr.  Tucker,  made  the 
l^argains  and  fixed  the  prices,  and  Mr.  Hodges  signed  all  the  charters. 

Question.  Did  you  examine  and  report  upon  the  Matamora  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  examine  and  report  upon  the  Baltimore? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  she  was  not  then  chartered.  The  Matamora,  sir, 
was  chartered  here.  She  was  on  this  river,  if  I  remember  correctly. 
She  was  chartered  by  Colonel  Ingalls.     The  Matamora  is  of  311  tons. 

Question.  Did  you  examine  and  report  upon  the  George  Washing- 
ton, Captain  Whilldin's  vessel? 
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Answer.  Yes. 

Question.  The  Mayflower? 

Answer.  She  was  not  chartered  where  we  were. 

Question.  The  Telegraph  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  any  vessels,  or  any  interest  in  any  vessels  now 
in  the  employment  of  the  government?  If  so,  state  their  names,  dis- 
tinguishing between  such  as  are  steamers  and  such  as  are  sailing  ves- 
sels, their  tonnage,  the  rate  per  day,  and  what  particular  interest  you 
have  in  them. 

Answer.  I  present  the  following  list  as  an  answer  to  your  inter- 
rogatory : 

R.  F,  Loper's  list  of  vessels  chartered,  Sfc, 


Steamers. 

Per  diem. 

Tonnage. 

Owners. 

Sophia  ..1 

$146  00 
146  00 
146  00 
146  00 

146  00 
130  00 
130  00 
120  00 

326 
326 
326 
325 

360 
200 

177|| 

176 

200 

200 

200 

Phila.  8tean 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do.  t 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
N.  Y.  Exp. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

R.  F.  Lopei 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 

1  Propeller  Co. 

Planet 

do. 

Josephine ...................... 

do. 

ThoB.  Sparks 

do. 

The  ahove-named  steamers  have  been 
chartered  for  $146  per  day  in  summer, 
and  $160  per  day  in  ivinter,  except  this 
winter. 
Col.  Backer 

do. 

L.  G.  Cannon.................. 

do. 

Major  Belger...^ 

Novelty 

do. 
do. 

H.  Burden 

do. 

Sarah 

do. 

Bla/^k  HiA^fnAnd      .....  ^ 

do. 

Ironsides ........................... 

do. 

Ann  Rli»t 

Steamboat  C'( . 

Alida 

do. 

Bristol 

do. 

Beverly « 

do. 

I  do  not  collect  nor  charge  any  com- 
mission on  the  four  boats  last  named 
above,  except  Ann  Elisa. 
Monitor 

300  00 

300 
1,000 
1, 000 
376 
400 
360 
360 
300 
400 
400 
350 

300 

,  part  owner. 

New  York 

do. 

J.  Brooks...... 

do. 

Diamond  State 

do. 

(Jhas.  Osgood 

do. 

Qatnnebaug  ....    .  . 

do. 

Shetucket 

do. 

Patuxent  

125  00 
300  00 
300  00 
200  00 

160  00 

do. 

General  Meigs 

do. 

General  Bumside .... 

do. 

Swan ., 

do. 

I  never  have  charged  any  commission 
on  the  above-named  boats,  steamer  Ann 
Eliza  excepted. 
Decatur. ........................... 

do. 
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Question.  In  which  of  these  vessels  do  you  own  an  interest? 

Answer.  In  the  Monitor  I  own  one-fourth;  in  the  New  York  I  own 
one-sixth  ;  in  the  Brooks  I  own  one-fourth  ;  in  the  Diamond  State  I 
own  one- third;  in  the  Charles  Osgood  I  own  one-third;  in  the  Quinne- 
baug  I  own  one-third;  in  the  Shetucket  I  own  one-fourth;  in  the  Patux- 
ent  I  own  all;  in  the  General  Meigs  I  own  one-fourth;  in  the  General 
Burnside  I  own  one-fourth;  in  the  Swan  I  own  one-fourth. 

Question.  Ton  are  a  stockholder  in  the  New  York  Steamboat  Ex- 
press Company  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  and  in  the  Philadelphia  Steam  Propeller  Com- 
pany. My  interest  in  the  vessels  of  the  Philadelphia  Steam  Pro- 
peller Company  and  the  New  York  Steamboat  Express  Company  is 
only  that  of  a  stockholder. 

Question.  State  of  what  vessels  you  act  as  the  representative  or 
agent  or  ''ship's  husband/'  the  tonnage  of  such  vessels,  so  far  as 
you  know^  and  the  compensation  that  is  being  paid  by  the  government 
for  their  use. 

Answer.  I  will  answer  that  interrogatory  by  handing  you  a  list  of 
all  the  vessels  of  which  I  am  ship's  husband,  or  for  which  I  collect 
the  moneys  as  follows  : 


Ldst  of  vessels. 


Steamers. 


John  Tucker...... 

Robert  Morris 

Express 

Pilot  Boy 

Qeorge  Washington 

United  States 

W.  Whilldin 

Phoenix 

Star 

Com.  S.  F.  Dupont 

Commerce . . .  . . 

J.  P.  Levy 

Alida 

Alert 

Champion 

Adriatic. 

City  of  Richmond  . . 

Patapsco 

Thos.  Swan 

George's  Creek 


Per  diem. 


$300  00 

275  00 

175  00 

165  00 

160  00 

160  00 

160  00 

115  00 

110  00 

105  00 

105  00 

75  00 

75  00 

75  00 

75  00 

4Q  00 

Per  month. 

6,560  00 

7,975  00 

7,975  00 

7,975  00 


Tonnage. 


48111 

382 

256 

378JI 

326 

310If 

'iso' 


59 

58H 


462 
462 
462 


Question.  Are  these  vessels,  named  in  the  two  lists  which  you  have 
presented,  still  in  the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  They  are  in  the  service  now  of  the  government ;  but  the 
Thomas  Swan,  Patapsco  and  the  George's  Creek  have  changed 
owners,  and  the  present  owner  has  not  employed  me  to  do  his  busi- 
ness ;  but  I  was  commanded  to  bring  here  a  list  of  all  these  vessels. 

Question.  Have  you  had  anything  to  do  with  sailing  vessels  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  one,  except  those  chartered  for  General  Burn- 
eide  ;  that  is  all.  At  New  York  and  Annapolis  I  notified  every  master 
of  a  vessel  who  was  there,  sending  the  notice  through  a  soldier  with 
his  musket  at  his  shoulder,  that  if  they  allowed  a  broker  to  interfere 
or  attempt  to  charter  a  vessel  to  government,  I  would  not  charter  her, 
and  would  send  to  New  York  and  Baltimore  for  the  vessels  ;  and  no 
commission  was  paid  to  a  living  soul.  Mr.  Tucker  sent  for  me  to 
come  to  Washington  immediately. 
Question.  When? 

Answer.  When  the  McClellan  expedition  was  getting  up;  that  was 
in  January,  1861.  I  met  General  McClellan  and  Mr.  Secretary 
Stanton  and  Mr.  Tucker  together  at  the  War  Department.  General 
McClellan  asked  me  to  make  an  estimate  of  what  it  would  cost  to  move 
his  army  ;  he  gave  me  a  list  of  everything  he  had  to  go — wagons, 
stores,  horses,  and  men  ;  and  I  made  an  estimate,  which  took  me  two 
days,  and  handed  it  in.  The  army  was  to  be  moved  60  miles  ;  it  was 
delayed  ;  they  wanted  to  move  right  off,  but  it  was  delayed  some  six 
weeks  before  I  heard  anything  more  from  it.  Mr.  Tucker  then  came 
on  and  asked  me  if  I  would  assist  in  getting  vessels  for  the  McClellan 
expedition,  and  examine  them  and  report  to  him. 
Question.  Mr.  Tucker  came  on  to  where? 

Answer.  To  Philadelphia.  He  told  me  that  he  and  Mr.  Hodges 
were  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  War  to  get  up  the  vessels  for  this 
expedition  ;  but  he  told  me  that  he  was  not  authorized  to  pay  me 
anything  for  my  services,  and  I  must  charge  no  commission  nor  any- 
thing else  for  my  services  ;  I  then  told  him  that  I  would  volunteer  my 
services,  and  that  I  would  charge  the  government  nothing  for  my 
time.  I  examined  all  the  vessels  which  I  could  find  in  New  York 
and  all  we  could  get  in  Philadelphia ;  every  steamboat  that  was  fit, 
that  could  be  taken,  was  taken.  Mr.  Flanagan,  Mr.  Groves  of  the 
Ericsson  line,  Captain  Whilldin,  and  Mr.  Clyde  of  the  express  line, 
whom  I  had  been  doing  business  for,  I  told  them  each,  and  every  one 
of  them,  that  I  could  not  take  a  commission  in  any  form  or  manner, 
nor  I  never  did  take  one  penny  for  all  the  vessels  examined  for  the 
expedition.  We  got  all  that  we  could  get  in  New  York.  Since  this 
war  begun,  I  have  been  offered  by  almost  all  the  ship-brokers  in  New 
York  to  divide  the  commission  with  me  on  vessels,  which  offer  I  never 
have  accepted  ;  not  one  dollar,  either  directly  or  indirectly.  In  refer- 
ence to  that  McClellan  expedition,  I  followed  out  here  and  took  charge 
of  the  ships,  artillery  and  men,  with  Colonel  Ingalls,  and  stayed  until 
the  expedition  was  all  off;  all  that  maden^e  go  into  this  business  was 
my  love  of  my  country.  I  told  Mr.  T41ton,  1  have  got  money  enough 
for  myself  and  my  children,  but  if  we  have  no  country,  what  is  all 
my  property  worth  ;  that  was  when  our  troops  were  shot  down  ;  but 
if  1  can  make  a  commission  out  of  a  vessel  chartered  at  a  low  rate,  I 
don't  see  any  harm  in  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  steamer  Columbia? 
Answer.  I  think  she  is  a  Baltimore  boat.     She  was  chartered  for 
the  McClellan  expedition  at  $350  a  day.     She  is  very  high  between 
decks. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  her  charter? 
Rep.  Com.  84 17 
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Answer.  No,  sir. 

Queption.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  old  steamer  Telegraph? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  never  had  any  connexion  with  the  chartering 
of  the  vessels  at  Baltimore,  except  when  large  quantities  o^*  vessels 
were  loaded  with  government  stores  to  go  to  Annapolis  and  Balti- 
more I  have  recommended  their  agents,  McCready  and  Mott,  who 
had  more  than  almost  anybody  else,  to  Mr.  Hall.  I  suppose  hun- 
dreds of  them,  they  having  more  than  anybody  else.  Occasionally  I 
have  sent  eastern  steamboats  to  him.  Colonel  Belger  was  taking  up 
vessels,  and  Hall  is  a  clever  fellow.  He  has  remunerated  me  very 
liberally  for  all  that  I  have  ever  done. 

Question.  How  has  he  remunerated  you? 

Answer.  He  has  given  me  money  from  time  to  time,  which  he  said 
he  could  aiford  to  pay  for  the  services  I  had  rendered  to  him. 

Question.  Did  he  pay  you  for  the  vessels  that  he  chartered  for  this 
McClellan  expedition  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of.  He  did  not  name  any  vessels  for  the 
money  t^^at  he  gave  me.  I  had  a  right  to  receive  it  as  sent.  It  was 
distinctly  understood  at  New  York  and  Philadelphia  that  I  was  to 
have  no  compensation  for  it  whatever.  I  did  not  atk  of  him  the 
money  he  gave  me.  I  made  an  excellent  use  of  it.  I  gave  as  much 
away  for  the  use  of  my  country. 

Question.  How  much  did  he  pay  you  ? 

Answer.  I  never  kept  any  account.  I  put  it  into  the  sinking  fund. 
I  think  be  may  have  paid  me  ten  or  twelve  thousand  dollars.  I  could 
not  say  exactly  on  my  oath. 

Question.  Does  he  owe  you  any  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Is  any  more  coming  to  you? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of.  I  have  no  claim  on  him.  It  is  only 
to  his  generosity. 

Question.  You  had  no  contract  with  him? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  only  he  said  if  I  would  send  him  the  vessels  he 
would  divide  the  per  cent. 

Question.  Was  there  no  understanding  as  to  what  division  should 
be  made  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  any  understanding  with  him  that  you  should 
have  any  portion  of  the  percentage  upon  the  earnings  of  these  ves- 
sels which  you  sent  him  per  charter,  so  long  as  they  might  remain  in 
the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  In  regard  to  commissions  paid  for  charters^  if 
the  charter  is  lor  a  definite  period,  the  commission  is  only  paid  until 
the  end  of  that  period;  but  if  the  merchant  or  broker  gets  the  charter 
extended,  or  if  it  reads  for  thirty  days  and  as  much  longer  as  required 
for  the  use  of  the  government,  the  agent  or  broker  is,  in  my  opuiion, 
entitled  to  his  commissions  until  the  vessel  is  discharged  from  the 
service.  I  consider  that  a  man,  if  he  charters  a  vessel  for  thirty 
days,  and  agrees  to  pay  an  agent  for  that  charter  a  commission 
for  thirty  days,  has  the  liberty  to  withdraw  that.  I  have  offered 
to  Captain  Whilldin  and  Mr.  Clyde,  and  all  these  gentlemen,  to  let 
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them  withdraw  their  vessels  from  me  if  they  did  not  wish  to  pay  me. 
If  they  did  not  wish  me  to  do  the  business,  and  wished  to  do  it  them- 
selves, I  offered  to  give  up  the  charters.  I  gave  up  to  Mr.  Clyde  the 
charters  of  some  four  or  five  vessels  last  July.  I  knew  Mr.  Hall 
could  not  go  astray  in  chartering  vessels  for  the  McClellan  expedition, 
because  I  knew  he  had  positive  orders  what  to  pay  for  those  vessels, 
and  he  could  not  pay  more  than  what  he  was  ordered  to  by  Mr.  Tucker. 

Question.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Hall  at  Annapolis  at  the  time  you  speak 
of  having  been  down,  and  having  sent  a  soldier  around  to  warn  the 
captains  not  to  employ  an  agent  ? 

Answer.  I  did;  and  I  chartered  two  or  three  tugs  of  Mr.  Hall  then,  I 
believe. 

Question.  Did  you  know  that  Mr.  Hall  was  getting  a  per  cent,  at 
that  very  time  for  doing  the  very  thing  you  were  warning  the 
captains  of? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  did  not  notify  him. 

Question.  Did  you  know  that  Mr.  Hall  was  getting,  or  trying  to 
get,  a  per  cent,  from  the  captains  at  the  very  time  that  you  were 
sending  this  soldier  around,  with  a  musket  on  his  arm^  warning  the 
captains  against  employing  an  agent? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  did  not.  I  do  not  think — I  am  positive — he  did 
not  get  a  commission  on  a  vessel  that  was  there. 

Question.  Are  you  confident  that  he  never  got  a  commission  on  the 
vessels  furnished  for  the  McClellan  expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  presume  he  did.  I  have  no  doubt  he  did.  He 
had  an  undoubted  right  to  charge  the  owners  a  commission,  provided 
he  got  these  vessels  inside  of,  or  up  to,  the  mark  at  which  he  was 
authorized  to  charter  them. 

Question.  If  he  had  a  right  to  do  that,  why  had  not  these  brokers 
at  Annapolis  an  equal  right  to  do  it  ? 

Answer.  There  were  none  there.  There  were  only  those  that  came 
there  for  it. 

Question.  If  Mr.  Hall  had  a  right  to  do  this  in  Baltimore,  had  not 
a  Baltimore  broker,  who  weat  down  to  Annapolis,  a  right  to  do  it 
there  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  not ;  because  I  had  given  the  notice,  and 
I  could  do  it  myself  and  save  the  owners  the  commission,  and  by  that 
means  I  could  probably  charter  the  vessels  less.  I  believe  I  did 
make  that  argument.  I  believe  I  did  charter  several  vessels  less  than 
we  had  been  paying  on  that  account. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  any  there  at  a  lower  rate  than  that  fixed 
by  the  department  or  the  quartermaster — four  dollars  a  ton  ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  rate  fixed  for  the  Burnside  expedition. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  any  at  lower  than  that  amount  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did.  I  have  not  got  that  list  with  me,  but  I 
think  I  did. 

Question.  Are  you  confident  of  that  ? 

Answer.  I  can't  say  positively  ;  but  I  got  the  vessels  very  low. 

Question;  Then  the  truth  is,  you  were  getting  a  per  cent,  on  the 
McClellan  expedition,  through  Hall  ? 
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Answer.  Not  at  all,  sir.  Mr.  Hall  has  never  rendered  me  any 
account. 

Question.  If  the  percentage  that  you  received  from- Hall — ten  or 
twelve  thousand  dollars — was  the  division  of  a  per  cent,  upon  the 
earnings  of  the  vessels  employed  by  the  government,  including  those 
for  the  McClellan  expedition,  you  did  receive  that  much  compensation 
for  the  McClellan  expedition  ? 

Answer.  If  I  did,  sir — answering  your  question — I  don't  know 
whether  it  was  on  McCiellan's  expedition  or  any  other.  If  it  was  so, 
I  was  justly  entitled  to  it,  for  the  reason  that  I  was  never  notified  of 
it.  I  say  I  never  did  any  business  in  Baltimore,  never  examined  any 
of  these  vessels  in  Baltimore;  and  if  Mr.  Hall  had  given  me  that  od 
that  account  for  vessels  employed  in  theMcC'ellan  expedition,  I  would 
have  been  justly  entitled  to  it,  because  I  did  not  examine  any  in 
Baltimore. 

Question.  I  ask  you  whether  you  got  it  or  not? 

Answer.  That  I  don't  know;  I  got  so  much  money.  If  it  had  been 
in  the  McClellan  expedition,  it  was  upon  this  I  agreed  not  to  charge; 
I  agreed  not  to  charge  upon  those  I  examined  for  the  McClellan 
expedition. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  send  the  vessels  wholly  to  Mr.  Hall, 
in  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  Because  he  is  an  old  acquaintance,  and  he  told  me  that  he 
was  poor,  was  out  of  business — I  don't  know  as  he  put  the  word  *'poor*' 
to  it — that  government  had  his  vessels,  and  he  had  nothing  to  do; 
and  for  any  vessels  I  would  send  to  him  he  would  satisfy  me,  and  for 
old  acquaintance  sake  I  sent  it  to  him,  not  with  a  view  of  making 
money  out  of  it  at  the  time. 

Question.  It  was  not  because  he  agreed  to  divide  the  profits  with 
you,  but  on  account  of  old  acquaintance  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  did  not  know  whether  I  would  get  a  dollar  or 
anything  else;  it  was  merely  a  promise;  it  was  no  trouble  to  me,  and 
I  sent  the  boats. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  known  him? 

Answer.  Off  and  on  since  1821 ;  since  about  the  time  I  went  to  the 
South  seas.  He  is  a  Connecticut  man,  and  I  am;  we  were  near  neigh- 
bors. Norwich  is  pretty  near  to  Stonington.  I  can't  say  how  long  I 
have  known  him. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  Highland  Light? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  any  interest  in  her  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  How  much  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember. 

Question.  Is  she  on  that  list? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  she  is  not  chartered.  She  is  running  here,  but 
with  no  price  set  upon  her  charter. 

Question.  Is  the  government  paying  for  her? 

Answer.  They  are  not. 

Question.  Have  they  agreed  to? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  yet. 
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Question.  Who  has  charge  of  her — doing  the  business  ? 

Answer.  Captain  Powers  or  Captain  Acker. 

Question.  How  came  she  to  be  in  the  employment  of  the  govern- 
ment? 

Answer.  All  I  know  about  it  is,  I  asked  Captain  Powers  if  the  ves- 
sel was  chartered;  he  said,  no;  but  she  was  requested  by  Colonel  In- 
galls  to  be  seat  out  here^  and  he  would  charter  her.  The  Long  Branch 
is  in  the  same  situation;  in  her  I  have  an  interest. 

Question.  Is  she  od  the  list  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  because  she  is  not  chartered. 

Question.  Is  there  any  uuderstanding  or  agreement  as  to  the  amount 
of  pay  that  is  to  be  allowed  them  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Who  requested  them  to  be  sent  out? 

Answer.  Colonel  Ingalls. 

Question.  Who  says  so? 

Answer.  Captain  Powers,  the  other  owner.     That  is  all  that 

Question.  In  what  way  is  the  Highland  Light  employed? 

Answer.  She  is  running  from  here  to  Acquia  creek. 

Question.  Where  is  the  Long  Branch  employed  ? 

Answer.  The  same. 

Question.  What  is  the  tonnage  of  these  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  you,  sir. 

Question.  What  is  their  age? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  you  positively,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  examine  them? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  did  you  buy  your  interest  in  them  ? 

Answer.  Before  they  were  put  into  the  service  of  the  government. 

Question.  When  was  that? 

Answer.  I  think  about  three  months  since. 

Question.  Where  were  they  when  you  bought  them  ? 

Answer.  In  New  York. 

Question.  Did  you  see  them  ? 

Answer.  I  saw  the  Highland  Light. 

Question.  Did  you  see  the  Long  Branch  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not;  I  saw  her  here. 

Question.  You  never  saw  her  until  you  saw  her  here? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  bought  her  without  seeing  her? 

Answer.  I  bought  her  provided  she  was  as  good  as  represented. 
Then  I  examined  her  according  to  it  here. 

Question.  You  cannot  remember  the  age,  the  tonnage,  nor  the  di- 
mensions of  the  Highland  Light  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Nor  of  the  Long  Branch? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  because  it  is  a  delicate  thing  to  testify  to  a  thing 
you  have  to  be  particular  in. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  the  compensation  that  either  of  them 
are  receiving  ? 
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Answer.  They  are  not  receiving  anything  ;  that  is  the  reason  they 
are  not  on  this  list. 

Question.  They  are  in  the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  hut  there  is  no  agreement  whether  they  shall 
have  one  hundred  or  five  hundred  dollars. 

Question.  Do  you  own  anything  in  the  City  of  Hudson  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  have  no  interest  in  her. 

Question.  Of  whom  did  you  huy  your  interest  in  the  Highland 
Light  and  the  Long  Branch  ?  ' 

Answer.  I  bought  them  of  Mr.  Martin  and  Mr.  Powers. 

Question.  "What  is  the  extent  of  your  interest? 

Answer,  I  think  it  is  one-sixth  of  the  Highland  Light,  and  one- 
eighth  of  the  Long  Branch. 

Question.  How  much  do  you  own  in  the  Monitor  ? 

Answer.  One-third. 

Question.  Who  did  you  buy  it  of? 

Answer.  Of  Captain  Powers,  before  she  was  finished,  while  she  was 
building. 

Question.  How  large  a  vessel  is  she? 

Answer.  She  is  about  300  tons.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  her  char- 
ter to  government.  I  made  a  proposition  for  her,  and  for  the  Secor, 
and  for  the  Swan,  to  go  to  Hilton  Head,  which  is  before  General 
Meigs.  My  proposition  is  there  to  show  that  I  am  not  ashamed  to 
show  what  my  interest  is,  and  that  I  am  managing  one  of  these  ves- 
sels, the  Monitor. 

Question.  Do  you  hold  any  interest,  in  your  name,  as  trustee  in  any 
vessel  of  any  description,  directly  or  indirectly,  for  the  benefit  of 
another  person  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  do  not ;  unless  it  is  for  my  heirs,  whoever  they 
may  be. 

Question.  Have  you  any  interest  in  the  ice-boat  that  has  been  lately 
sent  around  here  to  the  Potomac  from  New  York? 

Answer.  Only  as  iar  as  the  government  is  concerned. 

Question.  How  are  you  interested  in  her? 

Answer.  I  was  in  Colonel  Ingall's  office  when  he  received  a  despatch 
from  Washington  to  send  immediately  a  powerful  tug-boat  for  the 
breaking  of  the  ice  \u  the  Potomac. 

Question.  Whom  did  that  despatch  come  from? 

Answer.  Colonel  Rucker.  He  asked  me  if  I  knew  of  snch  a  boat 
that  would  answer.  There  was  none  in  Philadelphia.  I  told  him  I 
knew  of  one  ;  it  was  the  Cecil. 

Question.   When  was  that  despatch  sent? 

Answer.  About  a  month  since.  I  told  him  I  knew  of  the  Cecil  in 
New  York.  I  pulled  out  my  book,  and  named  over  the  difierent  boats, 
and  I  said  that  the  Cecil,  which  we  had  in  the  McClellan  expedition, 
for  which  she  was  paid  |200  a  day,  was  the  best  boat  that  we  had,  and 
that  I  thought  I  could  get  her.  He  asked  me  to  telegraph  to  her 
owner,  and  he  telegraphed  to  Colonel  Crosman.  I  telegraphed  to  the 
owner,  and  he  telegraphed  that  she  was  coaled  all  ready  to  start,  with 
enough  to  last  her,  and  could  leave  at  once.     He  then  telegraphed  to 
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Major  Van  Yliet  to  examine  the  boat,  and  if  she  was  all  right  to  send 
her,  and  she  was  sent. 

Question.  Did  you  get  any  percentage  on  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  one  cent.  I  acted  then  to  assist  the  govern- 
ment. 

Question.  You  had  no  interest  in  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  What  do  you  know  of  the  John  Brooks? 

Answer.  Here  she  is  on  this  list. 

Question.  You  are  interested  in  her? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  am.  She  is  about  1,000  tons.  She  is  chartered 
to  the  government  for  a  particular  service. 

Question.  What  is  the  service  ? 

Answer.  She  was  chartered,  and  a  heavy  expense  put  on  her^ 
ironed  for  breaking  up  this  river  ;  but,  as  they  do  almost  everything 
to  suit  themselves,  when  she  got  as  far  as  Fortress  Monroe,  they 
turned  away  down  to  Beaufort.  She  had  in  the  McClellan  expedition 
$800  a  day.  I  knew  her  well — a  fine  boat.  I  had  been  to  work  for 
six  months  to  buy  into  her.  I  believe  I  have  one- fourth  interest.  She 
is  chartered  now  at  $100  less — $700,  I  think.  She  was  got  to  break 
this  ice  at  $700.  I  told  them  I  would  not  sanction  her  charter  at 
more  than  $700  for  breaking  ice  or  anything  else,  although  we  have 
vessels  in  the  government  service  at  $800  or  $900  that  are  not  worth 
as  much  money  as  she  is.  Now,  I  have  twelve  or  fourteen  propellers 
that  I  own  one-half  or  one-fourth  in  that  are  not  in  the  government 
service;  but  if  I  can  put  them  in  at  a  fair  price  to  government  I  will 
charter  them  ;  if  not,  they  can  lie  until  spring.  Then  we  can  make 
as  much  money  with  them  in  our  regular  business  as  we  can  make  out 
of  government. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  vessels  of  Anthony  Groves, 
junior? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  took  them.  That  was  in  the  forepart  of  the 
war  ;  that  was  about  April  20, 

Question.  Did  you  get  any  per  cent,  on  those  vessels? 

Answer.  Not  as  government  agent. 

Question.  Did  you  as  anybody's  agent? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  collected  the  bills  afterwards,  and  took  five 
per  cent.  They  were  only  chartered  for  one  month.  The  time  was 
out ;  after  that  I  had  no  commission  on  them  at  all.  There  was  no 
money  during  the  whole  time  I  acted  as  agent  of  the  government 
under  Mr.  Thompson  ;  I  did  not  handle  any. 

Question  How  much  did  your  percentage  amount  to  that  yoU  col- 
lected of  Mr.  Groves,  jr.,  as  president  of  his  company  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  How  much  do  you  suppose  it  was? 

Answer.  Well,  it  might  have  been  three  or  five  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  Was  it  not  five  thousand  dollars? 

Answer.  I  don't  know.  I  kept  no  account  of  it.  I  keep  no  cash 
account  whatever,  and  have  not  for  fifteen  years.  I  make  my  bank 
keep  my  cash  account,  sir.     Everything  goes  into  one  heap. 

Question.  Do  you  still  collect  money  for  Mr.  Groves? 
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Answer.  No,  sir,  I  have  not  since  the  McClellan  expedition.  I  told 
him  I  could  not  collect  for  him.  He  has  come  to  me  repeatedly  and 
begged  me  to  do  it.     I  told  him  I  could  not  and  would  not  do  it. 

Question.  Does  the  list  you  have  submitted  include  all  the  vessels 
that  you  have  chartered  ? 

Answer.  Your  direction  to  me  was  to  bring  a  list  of  all  vessels 
chartered  to  the  government  that  I  have  an  interest  in.  I  have 
gone  further  than  that,  and  have  brought  you  a  list  of  all  I  have  done 
business  for. 

Question.  Does  this  include  all  that  you  do  business  for  to-day? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  have  chartered  a  great  many  in  which  your  interest 
has  ceased  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  my  interest  is  still  in  the  Philadelphia  Steam 
Propeller  Company. 

Question.  You  have  had  an  interest  in  a  great  many  vessels  that 
have  now  ceased  to  be  in  the  government  employment  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  believe  that,  out  of  the  twelve  that  I  am  in- 
terested in  as  a  stockholder  of  the  steam  propeller  company,  or  indi- 
vidually, only  two  have  ever  been  employed  in  the  government 
service. 

Question.  How  many  vessels  have  you  chartered  for  the  govern- 
ment service  in  Philadelphia  that  are  now  out  of  employment  as  gov- 
ernment vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  answer  that  question,  because  I  do  not  know. 
.  Question.  Were  there  a  great  many  vessels  of  that  description? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  if  you  take  in  Mr.  Groves's. 

Question.  Take  them  all  in.  So  long  as  they  were  in  the  employ- 
ment of  the  government  you  were  interested  in  the  five  per  cent,  you 
were  getting  ? 

Answer.  I  was  interested  in  collecting  the  money,  but  I  do  not 
calculate  that  I  have  an  interest  in  a  vessel  without  I  own  in  her. 

Question.  Is  not  your  interest  just  as  distinct  and  defined,  if  you 
own  a  part  of  her  charter-party,  as  though  you  owned  a  part  of  the 
vessel  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  get  five  per  cent,  on  her  earnings  under  the  charter- 
party  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  look  at  it  in  that  way.  I  was  afraid  you  would 
construe  it  in  that  way,  and  I  brought  both  lists. 

Question.  I  desire  a  list  of  these  on  which  you  received  five  per  cent, 
in  addition  to  these. 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  I  will  furnish  it  to  you. 

Question.  Does  this  list  embrace  those  you  are  now  doing  business 
for? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  upon  which  you  are  receiving  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  There  is  a  large  number  upon  which  you  have  been  re- 
ceiving five  per  cent.  ? 


re  per  c 
.  Yes, 


Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question.  Here  are  vessels  owned  by  the  company  of  which  you  are 
president  ? 

Answer.  Tea,  sir. 

Question.  The  stock  of  that  company  is  $340,000  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir— $340,000. 

Question.  You  are  president,  and  have  the  entire  control? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  own  about  one- third  of  its  stock  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  own  that  much. 

Question.   What  was  tfie  last  dividend  declared  by  your  company  ? 

Answer.  Fifty  per  cent. 

Question.  How  much  was  the  reserve  fund  kept  back  ? 

Answer.  About  $8,000. 

Question.  Was  there  not  more  than  that  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  How  much  was  there,  not  on  hand,  but  due  from  the  gov- 
ernment from  charter-parties,  and  other  bills  receivable?  In  other 
words,  how  much  did  the  government  owe  the  company  at  that  time  ? 

Answer,  I  should  think  the  government  owed  the  company  at  that 
time  about  $20,000. 

Question.  No  more  ? 

Answer  No,  sir  ;  that  is  independent  of  the  vessel  we  lost  at  Hat- 
teras  ;  she  was  worth  about  $2,500  >  our  officers  gave  her  up  to  the 
secessionists,  and  General  Burnside,  when  he  got  down  there,  de- 
stroyed her. 

Question.  What  salary  do  you  get  from  the  company  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  get  such  a  heavy  salary  ;  I  get  $2,000  a  year — 
that  is  all.     I  make  my  own  price. 

Question.  That  is  paid,  and  then  you  own  one-third  of  the  stock  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  own  one-third. 

Question.  Is  it  not  pretty  near  it  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  it  is  ;  I  think  I  own  $61,000  of  the  stock. 

Question.  Have  you  parted  with  some  of  your  stock  lately  ? 

Answer.  I  have  parted  with  some — I  think  $10,000  of  my  stock  ;  I 
think  it  was  in  August. 

Question.  Do  you  own  any  of  the  stock  of  that  company,  as 
trustee,  or  for  the  benefit  of  anybody  else? 

Answer.  Not  a  dollar,  unless  it  is  for  my  heirs.  I  would  like  to 
make  a  statement ;  the  Philadelphia  ISteamer  Propeller  Company's 
charters,  which  were  for  four  boats — the  Sophia,  Planet,  Josephine, 
and  Sparks — were  out  in  October,  1861.  I  wanted  our  boats;  our  busi- 
ness had  increased  ;  we  wanted  the  boats  for  our  own  use  ;  we  could 
make  more  money  out  of  them  in  our  own  business  than  government 
was  paying  for  them.  I  applied  for  their  discharge,  and  the  govern- 
ment was  not  willing  to  discharge  them,  but  wanted  me  to  name  a 
price  at  which  I  would  let  them  have  them.  I,  Yankee  like,  wanted 
to  know  the  most  they  would  give  me  ;  they  turned  to  the  books  and 
examined  to  see  what  they  were  worth,  in  proportion  to  what  other 
vessels  carried  cargoes  for,  and  they  told  me  they  would  give  me  $450 
a  day  for  my  boats. 

Question.  Who  told  you  that  ? 
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Answer.  The  agent  of  the  government,  C.  H.  Haswell,  examiner 
for  the  quartermaster  at  New  York.  I  told  him  to  give  it  to  me  in 
writing,  and  I  was  going  to  Washington,  and  I  would  see  if  they 
could  not  get  along  without  the  boats.  I  wanted  to  show  that  I  was 
acting  for  the  government  as  well  as  myself.  I  went  to  Mr.  Tucker, 
and  showed  him  the  writing.  He  asked  what  I  was  going  to  do.  I 
told  him  I  was  not  going  to  let  them  have  them  even  at  that  price. 
Says  he,  '*  you  are  crazy."  But,  says  I,  ''  Mr.  Tucker,  I  will  tell  you 
what  I  will  do  ;  they  shall  have  them  for  $150  a  day.  It  is  coming 
on  winter  ;  I  have  to  pay  2A  per  cent,  insurance,  as  they  are  running 
outside  to  sea ;  they  shall  have  them  at  $150  a  day;  I  put  on  five 
dollars  a  day  for  extra  insurance."  And  there  those  boats  have  been 
ever  since,  at  that  price,  when  boats  just  like  them — not  so  good,  that 
cannot  carry  their  cargoes — are  receiving  $400  a  day.  I  will  name 
the  boats — the  Dudley,  Buck,  and  the  A.  C.  Collins. 

Question.  Who  chartered  the  Buck  ^nd  Collins  ? 

Answer.  The  same  party — Colonel  Tompkins,  in  New  York. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  whom  he  chartered  them? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  they  have  been  there  ever  since.  I  don't  know 
who  are  the  owners. 

Question.  Are  they  still  in  government  employment? 

Answer.  They  are,  I  believe,  but  the  General  Meigs  and  General 
Burnside,  for  which  we  charge  $300  a  day,  were  worth  as  much,  and 
they  are  ordered  there  to  take  their  places. 

Question.  What  are  those  vessels  used  for  in  New  York  ? 

Answer.  To  run  to  Beaufort  and  Hatteras,  and  such  places. 

Question.  Are  you  still  receiving  $150  a  day  for  the  vessels  you 
named  ? 

Answer.  When  spring  opened  their  charter  was  out,  and  I  rechar- 
tered  them  at  $145  a  day,  and  they  are  running  now  at. that ;  I  did 
not  even  put  on  the  insurance  this  winter  ;  I  was  satisfied  with  what 
I  was  making. 

Question.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Hall  when  Mr.  Tucker  sent  for  you  to 
come  on  here  to  the  War  Department,  about  the  McClellan  expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  did  not  meet  him  until  you  met  him  at  Annapolis? 

Answer.  That  at  Annapolis  was  long  before  the  McClellan  expedi- 
tion ;  it  was  ai  the  time  of  the  Burnside  expedition. 

Question.  When  did  you  first  see  Mr.  Hall  about  transportation  ? 
Was  it  at  the  War  Department,  or  at  Annapolis  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Hall,  to  my  knowledge  ;  I  might  have 
seen  him,  but  I  don't  think  I  saw  him  to  speak  to  him  about  the 
McClellan  expedition  until  after  it  was  over ;  I  might,  but  I  don't 
remember  it. 

Question.  Did  you  speak  to  him  about  the  Burnside  expedition  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  did  you  first  see  Mr.  Hall  in  reference  to  procuring 
transports  ? 

Answer.  When  became  down  to  Annapolis. 

Question.  Was  that  before  the  Burnside  expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  that  was  when  the  Burnside  expedition  was  in 
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full  force  ;  it  was  all  got  up  then,  and  the  vessels  were  there  ready  to  go. 
He  came  down  to  see  me  to  see  if  he  could  not  charter  a  couple  of  tugs  ; 
I  chartered  them  ;  he  said  he  owned  them. 

Question.  Was  that  the  time  you  made  the  arrangement  by  which 
he  was  to  divide  with  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  that  after  that  ? 

Answer.  It  might  have  been — well,  I  think  it  was  a  month  after 
the  Burnside  expedition  was  got  up. 

Question.  Was  it  before  the  McClellan  expedition? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  before  it  was  thought  of. 

Question.  Was  your  arrangement  with  him  a  general  one,  or  did 
it  apply  to  any  particular  expedition  ? 

Answer.  He  said,  **  Captain  Loper,  I  am  getting  up  a  good  many 
vessels  for  government;  I  will  assist  in  taking  up  vessels,"  I  think 
he  said,  *^for  Colonel  Belger,  and  any  good  steamers  or  boats  that 
you  will  send  to  me,  I  will  take  up,  if  I  can  take  them  up  at  a  fair 
rate,  and  I  will  satisfy  you  for  it."  That,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge 
and  belief,  was  all  that  passed  between  us  ;  and  I  must  say  that  I  got 
a  good  deal  more  money  than  I  expected. 

Question.  There  was  no  agreement  as  to  any  specific  sum  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Question.  Not  that  you  should  divide  equally? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  sent  to  him  a  good  many  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  a  good  many. 

Question.  What  persons  did  you  send? 

Answer.  I  spoke  to  McCready  and  Mott ;  they  have  vessels  running 
here  constantly  which  they  are  agents  for. 

Question.  Who  else  did  ydu  send? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  sent  Mr.  Flanagan,  of  Philadelphia,  to 
him.     I  spoke  to  a  great  many  captains. 

Question.  Does  Mr.  Flanagan  have  schooners  and  sailing  vessels? 
f    Answer.  No,  sir  ;  he  owns  a  great  many  steam-tugs. 

Question.  Why  did  you  not  charter  them? 

Answer.  I  did  not  M^ant  them  ;  I  could  not  charter  a  vessel  unless 
I  knew  that  government  wanted  one  ;  then  I  could  examine  them  and 
recommend  them  to  the  quartermaster,  or  to  Mr.  Tucker,  who  had 
authority  for  chartering  them.  I  do  not  consider — I  say  on  my  oath — 
I  do  not  consider  that  I  have  received  one  dollar  for  chartering  a 
vessel  for  government ;  I  have  received  it  for  doing  the  business. 

Question.  Your  percentage  in  the  aggregate  that  you  have  received 
for  advancing  and  collecting  the  amount  due  on  charter-parties  has 
been  as  great  as  your  percentage  for  your  brokerage? 

Answer.   Fes,  sir. 

Question.  More? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  proportion  do  you  suppose  your  percentage  as 
brokerage  would  bear  to  the  aggregate  amount  that  you  have  received 
for  advancing  and  collecting  money  ? 

Answer.  I  never  received  anything  in  any  other  way  than  for  ad- 
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vancing  and  collecting — not  a  dollar  ;  I  never  have  charged  anything 
for  interest  in  any  case  except  that  ot  Captain  Whilldin. 

Question.   Yon  have  charged  for  advancing  and  collecting? 

Answer.  I  have  charged  lor  advancing  and  collecting  five  per  cent — 
only  five  per  cent. 

Question.  In  some  instances  have  you  not  charged  more? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  one,  with  the  exception  of  Captain  Whilldin  ; 
I  did  not  charge  that ;  he  gave  it  to  me  ;  that  arrangement  with 
Captain  Whilldin  was  two  or  three  months  after  the  vessels  were 
chartered. 

Question.  In  no  other  instance  than  Captain  Whilldin's? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  remember  of. 

Question.  If  you  had  done  it,  would  you  have  remembered  it? 

Answer.  I  think  I  should,  sir. 

Question.  In  addition  to  the  commission,  do  you  not  get  about  five 
per  cent,  for  advancing  and  collecting? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  the  five  per  cent,  includes  everything,  except  in 
the  case  of  Captain  Whilldin  ;  I  did  not  charge  one  cent  for  advancing 
or  interest.  For  Mr.  Williams,  of  the  steamer  Patapsco,  I  advanced 
$75,000  for  three  months. 

Question.  You  have  received  five  per  cent,  from  Mr.  Reybold  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  Captain  Whilldin  ? 

Answer.  Yes  sir. 

Question.  And  Mr.  Groves  ? 

Answer.  I  have  received  five  per  cent  from  Mr.  Whilldin,  Mr. 
Flanagan,  Mr.  Reybold,  Mr.  Groves,  and  from  Mr.  Clyde,  ibr  part  of 
his  vessels.     I  gave  up  his  charters  last  July. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  person  who  has  chartered  any  vessel 
to  the  government  or  for  the  government,  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
and  received  any  larger  per  cent  out  of  the  charter-party  or  earnings 
of  the  vessel  than  five  per  cent  ? 
.Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  have,  in  the  case  of  Captain  Whilldin  only. 

Question.  I  am  not  speaking  of  you,  but  of  other  people.  Do  you 
know  of  anybody  else  who  has  done  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  it.  There  are  rumors^  you  know,  all 
around,  but  I  do  not  know  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  one  who  has  chartered  vessels  for  the 
government  at  a  stated  price  per  day  or  per  month,  and  received  a 
part  of  that  price  himself  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  sir.  I  do  not  know  positively,  sir,  but  there 
are  cases  where  an  individual  charters  a  vessel  and  then  turns  around 
and  recharters  it  to  the  government.  I  have  heard  of  cases  of  that 
kind. 

R.  F.  LOPER. 
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Washington,  Saturday,  Jan.  31,  1863. 
Richard  F.  Lopkr,  recalled,  testified  further  as  follows  : 

Examined  by  (he  chairman. 

Question.  Do  you  koow  John  F.  Pickrell,  of  Baltimore? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Questipn.  You  never  had  any  business  relations  with  him? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  This  list  presented  by  you,  marked  A,  purporting  to  be 
a  list  of  '*  steamers  recommended  for  charter,  for  the  use  of  the  expe- 
dition under  command  of  Major  General  McClellan,  U.  8.  A."  is  a 
true  list  of  vessels  inspected  and  recommended  by  you  ? 
-    Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  for  which  I  never  received  any  commission. 

Question.  Do  you  say  that  it  embraces  all  that  you  examined  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  cannot  say  that  I  remember  them  all. 

Question.  Can  you  now  furnish  the  committee  a  list  of  the  vessels 
now  in  the  employment  of  the  government,  or  that  have  been  in  the 
employment  of  the  government  since  the  insurrection  began,  owned 
in  whole  or  in  part  by  you? 

Answer.  I  believe  I  submitted  such  a  list  when  I  gave  my  previous 
testimony.  I  was  asked  if  I  held  any  vessels  chartered  to  govern- 
ment in  trust  for  the  benefit  of  anybody  else,  and  I  answered  that  I 
did  not.  I  desire  to  modify  that,  by  saying  that  I  do  hold  one-third 
of  the  stock  of  the  New  York  Express  Steamboat  Company  in  trust, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Philadelphia  Steam  Propeller  Company  ;  and 
I  hold  $10,000  of  the  stock  of  the  Philadelphia  Steam  Propeller  Com- 
pany, for  the  benefit  of  the  Philadelphia  Steam  Propeller  Company. 

Question.  Does  the  list  submitted  by  you,  which  is  embraced  in 
your  previous  testimony,  contain  all  the  vessels  now  in  the  employ- 
ment of  the  government,  or  that  have  been  in  its  employment  since 
the  commencement  of  the  present  rebellion,  in  which  you  are  inter- 
ested as  owner,  or  part  owner  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  with  the  exception  of  the  Fanny,  which  was 
captured  by  the  rebels  in  the  early  part  of  the  war. 

Question.  Have  you  any  interest  in  the  City  of  Hudson  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  nor  never  had. 

Question.  Have  you  any  in  the  Highland  Light? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  said  in  my  previous  testimony  that  I  bought 
her  of  Captain  Powers,  but  it  appears  by  the  bill  of  sale,  which  I  have 
here,  that  I  bought  her  of  Captain  J.  Milton  Martin. 

Question.  Is  there  a  vessel  called  the  Island  Light? 

Answer.  I  believe  there  is. 

Question.  Have  you  any  interest  in  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  yon  any  interest  in  the  Monitor? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  own  one-sixth  of  her. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  steamer  Telegraph  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  never  saw  her,  unless  it  is  the  old  Telegraph 
that  used  to  belong  to  Captain  Whilldin. 


270  TESTIMONY. 

Question.  She  belongs  to  a  man  named  Coblens? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  about  that,  unless  he  bought  her  of  Cap- 
tain Whilldin.  I  think  likely  it  is  her.  She  has  not  been  owned  in 
Philadelphia  for  eight  or  nine  years. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  her  value? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  it  has  been  so  long  ? 

Question.  Do  you  know  about  the  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  the  pro()eller  Baltimore  ;  I  examined  her  at 
Alexandria,  to  rate  her  for  troops. 

Question.  What  was  the  character  of  the  Baltimore? 

Answer.  I  should  think  she  was  a  vessel  worth  about  $25,000  to 
$30,000.  I  should  thinfc  she  was  of  about  300  to  320  tons,  speaking 
from  memory. 

Question.  What  interest  had  you  in  the  Patapsco? 

Answer.  None  whatever  ;  only  t)  do  her  business;  to  collect  for 
her.  But  the  Patapsco  mentioned  in  my  list,  and  that  I  now  allude 
to,  is  a  steamship  of  about  450  tons,  and  not  the  tug  Patapsco  at  Bal- 
timore. 

I  will  certify,  without  fear  of  contradiction,  that  the  steamers  be- 
longing to  the  Philadelphia  Steam  Propeller  Company,  owned  in  part 
by  me,  and  all  the  steamers  I  have  examined  and  reported  and  col- 
lected their  charter-money,  and  for  which  I  have  received  a  commis- 
sion, are  all  chartered  at  an  average  price  of  twenty-five  per  cent,  less 
than  other  steamers  of  the  same  tonnage  chartered  by  the  govern- 
ment since  the  war  or  this  ungrateful  rebellion  commenced. 

The  lists,  A,  B,  and  C,  alluded  to,  are  as  follows: 
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A. 


ners  recommended  Jbr  charter  for  the  use  of  the  expedition  under  command 
of  Major  General  McClelland  United  States  army. 


ame  of  vessel. 

Tona. 

TerniR  of 
charter. 

Name  of  vessel. 

Tons. 

Terms  of 
charter. 

Per  diem    \ 

Per  diem. 

..... ....steamer. 

675 
281 

$350  00 
150  00 

Catskill steamer. 

North  America  ..do.,.. 

$100  00 
375  00 

jreen do.... 

do.... 

160 

110  00 

Hero ...do 

325  00 

rner do.... 

160 

110  00 

C.  Vanderbilt....do.... 

800  00 

rhompson  ..do 

200 

100  00  1 

Commodore do.... 

...... 

800  00 

Ha do 

170 

100  00  i 

Champion do.... 

200  00 

T  .... ......do.... 

185 

100  00  ; 

John  Tracy do 

140  00 

n  ...... ....do.... 

173 

100  00  ! 

Flushing do.... 

360  00 

eth do 

245 

140  00  1 

Knickerbocker  ..do.... 

650 

700  00 

lling do 

232 

140  00 

J.  B.  Arrowsmith.do.... 

448 

500  00 

•ra  ..... ....do.... 

237 

140  00  1 

btate  of  Maine... do.... 

500 

600  00 

are do 

115  00 

Canonicua. ......do.... 

375  00 

>n do.... 

115  00 

Taminend.......do.... 

.300  00 

a do 

115  00 

Metamora do.... 

m..... do.... 

150  00 

Saturn do 

217 

100  00 

!i»ia do 

130  00 

West  End do.... 

145 

100  00 

?8 do.... 

300  00 

Windrop do 

175 

100  00 

ir do 

557 

250  00  1 

J.  H.  Lewis do.... 



110  00 

Bowman.. .do 

175  00 

John  Brooks do 

975 

800  00 

do.... 

160 

75  00 

Elm  City do.... 

700  00 

W^hite do.... 

50  00 

South  America  ..do.... 

700  00 

Diviney  ....do.... 

120  00 

Donalson do 

250 

250  00 

in do.... 

50  CO 

J.  Fawn do 

250 

400  00 

ca do.... 

356 

225  00 

Maryland do 

336 

200  00 

Starr do 

72 

65  00 

Croton do 

400 

215  00 

ight do 

60  00  1 

Bush  wick  .......do.... 

174 

125  00 

frig ...do.... 

300  00 

Daniel  Webster.. do.... 

100 

600  00 

■ic do.... 

300 

200  00 

Long  Branch  ....do.... 

325  00 

es do.-.. 

200  00 

W.  Kent do 

4I1 

700  00 

B do.... 

200  00 

W.  Hunt do.... 

104 

'    60  00 

1                     At\ 

200  00 

Agnes do.... 

125 

176  00 

r ...do.... 

115 

70  00  ' 

Ocean  Wave do.... 

;er do 

60  00 

Massasoit do 

teer........do.... 

'      60  00 

Quassoit do 

irraff  .......do.... 

60  00 
60  00 

Haze  - .....do.... 

lickon  -....do 

Island  City do.... 

bee                do 

480 
260 

...... 

450  00  1 
160  00  ! 
240  00 
300  00 
200  00 

Massachusetts  ...do.... 

u  •.....•••. do... . 

Arrow  .... ......do.... 

Peter  G.  Coffin  ..do 

Warner.  ....do.... 

Isaac  P.  Smith do.... 

1  Gate do 

New  Haven do.... 

rtify  that  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief  all  the  above  and  within  named 
J  were  examined  or  recommended  by  me  to  '*  Captain  H.  C.  Hodges,  assistant  quarler- 
%  United  States  army,  and  Mr.  Tucker,"  for  charter,  and  that  no  commissions  were 
;d. 
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List  of  vessels  chartered  at  Annapolis,  Md.^for  the  "  Bumside  expedition^  and 
for  which  no  commissions  were  charged. 


Name  of  vessel. 


Col.  Satterly... schooner 
G.  H.  Hoyt do... 

D.  W.  VaugIian-..do.-. 
Isaac  Hinkley  ....do... 
Moses  G.  LeoDard.do... 

«.  A  Falconer do... 

James  T.  Brady.. .do... 

N.  S.  Rue do... 

G   B.  Smith do... 

E.  W.  Farrington.do... 
J.  W.  Lind8ey.-..do... 
J.  H.  Hoyt do... 

F.  French do 

Alabama do... 

Henry  Cole do... 


Tons. 


225 

169 
254 
221 
225 
150 
252 
140 
216 
210 
216 
244 
168 
200 
200 


Terms  of 
charter. 


Ptr  month. 

$1,000  00 
762  60 
950  00 
900  00 
900  00 
760  00 
975  00 
750  00 
900  00 
900  00 
875  00 
940  00 
762  00 
850  00 
850  00 


Name  of  vessel. 

Tons. 

Terms  of 
charter. 

Pertmnik. 

J.  A.  Wright. .schooner. 

190 

$850  DO 

Priscilla do.... 

145 

750  00 

R.  C.Stanard do 

123 

600  00 
Per  dim. 

Horace  E.  Brown,  do 

194 

40  00 

Lamot  Dupont ...  do 

194 

35  00 

Tempesto  ...steam-tug. 

86 

80  OO 

James  MurrayO.-do 

75 

75  00 

E.  H.  Herbert©.. do.... 

110 

80  00 

J.  P.  Levyo do.... 

59 

75  00 

Alerto do 

67 

75  00 

Alida** do.... 

77 

75  00 

Champion* do.... 

67 

75  00 

Louit^iana*  ....steamer. 

1,200 

800  00 

PocahontagO  ....do.... 

612 

550  00 

*  Chartered  by  John  Tucker,  eeq. 


List  of  vessels  chartered  in  New  York  hy  orders  from  General  Burnside^for  the 

rise  of  his  expedition. 


Name  of  vessel. 

Tonjs. 

Terms  of 
charter. 

Name  of  vessel. 

Tons. 

Terras  of 
charter. 

Per  month. 

Per  dim. 

Ama® bark... 

450 

$1,000  00 

New  York«> steamer. 

1,000 

$600  00 

Mary  H.  BankiOschooner. 

237 

1,000  00 

Eastern  Queeu^' . .  do 

700 

500  00 

F.  Bird* do.... 

190 

800  00 

New  Brunsvvicko.do.... 

850 

950  00 

Spencer  D<> do 

145 

887  25 

John  Lenthaio do 

159 

760  00 

*  Chartered  by  John  Tucker,  esq. 

All  of  the  within  and  above  named  vessels  were  recommended  by  me  to  the 
Tucker,"  and  for  which  no  commissions  were  charged  the  owners  by  me. 


'  Hon.  John 
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'cssels  chartered  whilst  I  was  acting  as  assistant  transport  agent  of  the 
!  States  War  Department^  under  orders  from  J.  Edgar  Thomson^  esq,^ 
le  exception  of  those  nanicd  in  my  former  list,  April,  1861. 


of  veseel. 

Tons. 

Terms  of 
charter. 

Name  of  vessel. 

Tons 

Terms  of 
charter. 

Per  diem. 

Per  diem. 

lling.. steamer. 

232 

$150  00 

W.  Woodward- steamer - 

275 

$150  00 

iriver — do 

222 

160  00 

Elizabeth do.... 

245 

150  oa 

do 

228 

150  00 

Octorora do.... 

237 

150  00 

lia do.... 

172 

135  00 

F.  W.  Bruae  ....do.... 

237 

150  00 

r do.... 

149 

100  00 

Reindeer do 

40 

66  00 

Q80Ii....dO.... 

170 

100  00 

Wissahickon do.... 

40 

66  00 

••..... .do... 

173 

100  00 

Oneida barge.. 

132 

30  00 

do.... 

158 

135  00 

Middlesex do 

124 

30  00 

lader  ...do 

218 

150  00 

time  the  above  vessels  were  taken  into  service  there  was  no  agreement  as  regards 
Ui  be  paid  for  their  services.  About  two  weeks  after  they  were  taken  the  price 
1  upon  by  Messrs.  J.  ICdgar  Thomson,  United  States  transport  agent,  S.  iJ.  Felton, 
oiyself,  and  I  was  empowered  by  Mr.  Thomson  to  act  as  his  assistant  and  sign  the 
No  arrangements  were  made  for  me  to  collect  the  charter-money  for  any  of  the 
«1s  until  long  after  I  cea»ed  to  be  or  act  as  agent  for  Mr.  Thomson  or  as  agent  for 
d  States  War  Department. 

bion.  Under  what  authority  did  you  act  in  procuring  the  ves- 
the  Burnside  expedition  ? 

rer.  Under  the  authority  of  Mr.  John  Tucker,  a  copy  of  which 
ty  I  now  present  to  you,  as  follows : 

Philadelphia,  December  26.  1861. 
Sir  :  I  am  requested  hy  General  A,  E.  Burnside  (by  telegraph)  to 
to  go  at  once  to  Annapolis.     You  will  oblige  me  by  doing  so,  and  by 
im  in  any  way  he  may  desire. 

Yours,  very  respectfully, 

JOHN  TUCKER, 
in  R.  F.  LoPER. 

equently  I  received  the  following  communication  from  General 
ie,  showing  that  I  had  satisfactorily  performed  the  duty  as- 
me: 


Annapolis,  January  7,  1862. 

Sir  :  I  beg  leave  to  express  to  you  my  hearty  appreciation  of  the  ser- 
idered  me  in  the  fitting  out  of  the  expedition  under  my  command  by 
R.  F.  Loper.  The  interest  and  zeal  manifested  by  this  gentleman  in 
k  has  been  constant  and  untiring,  and  he  has  in  every  instance  fully 
d  every  demand  made  upon  his  skill  and  his  patience.  I  most  cheer- 
knowledge  my  obligations  to  him,  and  tnke  great  pleasure  in  recom- 
lep.  Com.  84 18 
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mending  Bim  as  a  competent  and  efficient  man,  whose  efficiency  and  mature 
judgment  cannot  fail  to  be  of  great  service  in  any  case  of  emergency. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

A.  E.  BURNSIDE,  Brigadier  GeKeraT. 
Hon.  Simon  Cameron, 

Secretary  of  War,  Wa^lLifigtan, 

Question.  Under  what  authority  did  yoa  act  in  procuriDg  the  first 
transports  that  you  chartered  ? 

Answer.  Under  the  authority  af  J.  Edgar  Thomson^  the  appoint- 
xnent  from  whom  is  herewith  submitted.  I  obtained  this  certified 
copy  from  the  quartermaster's  department^  as  appears  by  the  certifi- 
cate of  the  quartermaster,  Major  Sibley.  I  also  submit  a  copy  of  a 
letter  from  J.  Ed^ar  Thomson,  of  May  8,  when  Mr.  John  Tucker 
was  appointed  United  States  transportation  agent,  and  my  special 
agency  ceased,  and  a  letter  from  Mr.  Thomson  and  Mr,  Felton,  of 
May  \\j  as  to  the  manner  of  discharging  my  duties.  I  also  ask  permis- 
sion to  submit,  in  connexion  with  my  testimony,  as  to  my  action  in 
aiding  to  embark  General  McClellan's  expedition^,  a  letter  from 
Colonel  Ingalls,  of  April  2,  1862,  touching  that  subject.  They  are 
as  follows : 

Office  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 

Philadelphia,  April  20,  1861. 

Dear  Sir  :  In  accordance  with  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  the  Secretary 
of  War,  I  hereby  appoint  you  my  assistant,  to  arrange  for  steamers  for  tke 
transport  of  troops  between  Philadelphia  or  Perryville  and  AnnapoUs^  and  to 
coal  and  provision  the  same. 
Yours,  truly, 

J.  EDGAR  THOMSON. 
Captain  R.  F.  Loper,  Philadelphia, 

A  true  copy.  E.  S.  SIBLEY, 

Major  and  Acting  Quartermaster. 

Office  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 

Philadelphia,  May  8,  1861. 

Dear  Sir  :  Your  letter  of  this  date  is  received.  I  have  been  informed  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  that  he  has  appointed  John  Tucker,  esq.,  United  State? 
transport  agent.  I  would  be  obliged  to  you,  therefore,  if  you  would  make  ip  a 
statement  of  your  operations  in  that  department  up  to  the  10th  instant,  while 
acting  in  that  capacity  under  a  temporary  appointment  from  me»  and  submit 
the  same  to  Mr.  Felton  and  myself  at  your  earliest  convenience. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

J.  EDGAR  THOMSON, 
Special  Agent  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 
Captain  R.  F.  Loper, 

Acting  United  States  Transport  Agent. 

Philadelphia,  Wilmington  and  Baltimore  Railroad  Company, 

Philadelphia,  May  11,  1861. 
Sir  :  We  take  great  pleasure  in  saying  that  Captain  R.  F.  Loper,  of  this  citj, 
has  been  untiring  in  his  efforts  to  serve  the  country  in  this  trying  emergency  when 
Washmgton  was  in  danger  j  about  and  immediately  after  April  20  we  sent  for 
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him  to  aid  us  in  the  procuring  of  boats  and  transports  between  Perryville  and 
Annapolis.  He  cheertully  devoted  himself  entirely  to  the  service  of  the  gov- 
ernment, and  rendered  us  a  most  valuable  service  in  procuring  coaling  and  pro- 
visioning such  boats  as  were  required.  From  his  £a,miliarity  with  this  business, 
and  his  untiring  energy,  the  government  have  derived  most  efficient  aid  in  its 
hour  of  need. 

Yours  truly, 

S.  M.  FELTON.  , 

J.  EDGAR  THOMSON, 
Special  Agent  of  the  United  State*  War  Department. 
Hon.  Simon  Cameron, 

Secretary  of  War. 

Alexandria,  April  2,  1862. 

Mv  Dear  Friend  :  I  have  now  transferred  my  vessels  to  Colonel  Rucker 
and  Lieutenant  Ferguson,  and  shall  leave  this  evening.  Both  these  officers 
greatly  desire  your  assistance  until  General  McDowell's  command  has  em- 
barked. I  trust  you  will  add  to  existing  obligations  a  few  days  more  of  your 
valuable  counsel  and  personal  supervision. 

In  making  this  request,  I  claim  it  as  a  cheerful  duty  to  express  to  you  how 
profoundly  sensible  I  am  of  your  generous  aid  to  me.  I  hardly  know  what 
I  could  have  done  without  you,  while  with  your  assistance  we  have  so  far 
achieved  an  unparalleled  success  in  the  embarkation  of  troops.  I  hope  Colonel 
Rucker  will  have  as  good  fortune.  I  hope  to  see  you  again  and  again  for  long 
years  to  come,  and  fervently  trust  your  days  will  be  long  here,  where  your 
abilities,  kindheartedness,  and  charities  are  so  well  appreciated.  Let  us  both 
have  faith  to  believe  and  expect  that  peace  and  prosperity  will  soon  be  restored 
to  our  afflicted  country.  Visit  us  when  you  can,  and  let  me  hear  from  you  at 
your  leisure. 

In  haste,  yours  truly, 

RUFUS  INGALLS. 
Lieutenant  Colonel,  Aide-de-Camp. 

Captain  R.  F.  Lopbr,  WiUards\ 

QuestioQ.  In  your  list,  marked  B,  I  find  several  steamers  named, 
with  the  prices  at  which  they  were  chartered,  and  their  tonnage,  and 
opposite  to  each  written,  ^'Chartered  by  John  Tucker,  esq,"  Had 
you  anything  to  do  with  them? 

Answer.  I  simply  examined  them,  and  recommended  them. 

Question.  In  examining  them  and  reporting  them,  did  you  recom- 
mend the  prices  to  be  paid  ? 

Answer.  Not  unless  I  was  asked  to  by  Mr.  Tucker  what  they  were 
worth.     In  that  case  I  always  recommended. 

Question.  Were  you  asked  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  very  often. 

Question.  Were  you  always  asked  in  regard  to  these  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  think  there  are  very  few  exceptions,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  think  the  steam-tug  James  Murray,  of  75  tons, 
worth  $75  a  day  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  considering  that  she  had  to  go  to  sea  to  Hatteras 
iolet.  If  she  had  heen  chartered  to  run  in  here,  $45  or  |50  would 
have  been  a  big  price. 
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Question.  The  J.  F.  Lery^  also  of  59  tons,  was  chartered  also  at 
$76  a  month  ? 

Answer.  She  was  chartered  here  and  sent  down  there.  They  were 
all  chartered  by  Mr.  Tucker  at  Philadelphia,  and  by  request  of  General 
Burnside  sent  down  to  Annapolis. 

Question.  Did  you  determine  the  ralue  of  them  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  The  Champion,  of  57^  tons,  is  chartered  at  |75  a  day  ? 

Answer.  She  was  chartered  at  Baltimore.  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  it. 

Question.  The  Louisiana,  at  $800 — did  you  inspect  her? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  she  was  chartered  at  Baltimore.  Mr.  Brant 
came  down  and  chartered  her  to  General  Burnside,  himself,  at  Annap- 
olis. 

Question.  Was  she  chartered  direct  to  General  Burnside  without 
inspection  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  sent  down  from  Baltimore  direct. 

Question.  The  Pocahontas,  612  tons,  at  $550  ? 

Answer.  She  came  down  with  a  load  of  hay  and  truck  from  Balti- 
more. I  examined  her.  General  Burnside  wanted  her.  I  reported 
unfavorably.  She  was  an  old  boat.  He  told  me  he  only  wanted  her 
for  horses  ;  an  accident  had  happened  to  the  steamer  Suwanee's  boiler, 
and  he  wanted  this  vessel  to  take  her  place,  and  he  said  he  would 
take  her,  as  he  only  had  horses  to  send.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  prices.  When  I  say ''chartered  by  Mr.  John  Tucker,"  1  mean 
that  he  executed  the  charter  recommended  by  General  Barnside  to 
Mr.  Tucker.  Mr.  Tucker  had  orders  from  Mr.  Cameron  to  do  every- 
thing that  General  Burnside  wanted. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Tucker  sign  the  charter? 

Answer.  He  did.  I  never  signed  a  charter  at  Annapolis,  unless  it 
was  the  one  to  a  vessel  just  as  she  was  going  away,  when  she  wanted 
something  to  show  that  she  was  chartered.  I  signed  that,  and  the 
balance  were  signed  by  Mr.  Tucker.  There  were  five  copies  of  each 
charter  to  be  signed — two  to  be  sent  here,  one  for  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, and  one  for  the  War  Department ;  Mr.  Tucker  kept  one  copy, 
and  the  vessel  another. 

Question.  Had  Mr.  Tucker  at  that  time  any  rule  as  to  the  amount 
that  he  would  pay  per  ton  for  sailing  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  he  had. 

Question.  What  was  it  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  $3  Y5  to  $4  per  ton  per  month. 

Question.  I  find  on  this  list  the  bark  Anna,  of  450  tons,  at  $1,000 
a  month. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  she  was  to  take  troops  for  General  Burnside. 

Question.  The  schooner  Mary  H.  Banks,  of  237  tons,  is  chartered 
at  $1,000  a  month? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  happens  it  that  a  schooner  of  237  tons  is  paid  as 
much  as  a  bark  of  450  tons  ? 

Answer.  It  was  a  very  singular  thing.  That  hark  would  not 
carry  the  cargo  that  the  schooner  would.     The  schooner  was  a  vesael 


TESTIMONY.  ,     277 

with  a  **cent re-board"  and  of  light  draught,  such  as  was  wanted, 
as  I  knew.  I  was  the  only  one,  I  believe,  outside  of  the  administra- 
tion, that  knew  where  General  Burnside  was  going.  General  Burn- 
side  had  got  more  than  two-thirds  of  his  vessels  before  Mr.  Tucker 
went  on.  I  stepped  in  to  assist  him.  I  will  go  aboard  of  two  vessels 
to-day,  if  I  want  to  send  her  around  to  Hatteras,  and  if  one  is  a 
centre-board  schooner  of  125  tons,  and  another  is  a  bark  of  225 
tons,  I  will  pronounce  the  schooner  of  125  tons  the  best.  A  vessel 
with  a  centre-board  has  no  keel. 

Question.  The  Spencer,  of  145  tons,  is  at  $887  25  per  month? 

Answer.  She  would  not  draw  over  five  and  a  half  feet  water.  She 
was  loaded  with  lumber. 

Question.  Did  you  inspect  the  steamer  New  Brunswick  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  she  was  in  Boston. 

Question.  Was  she  not  chartered  by  Mr.  Tucker  for  this  expedition  ? 

Answer.  She  was  chartered  from  Boston. 

Question.  Where  was  he  ? 

Answer.  He  might  have  been  in  Boston  then.  He  was  there  at 
one  time. 

Question.  Did  you  inspect  the  steamer  New  York? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  she  was  in  Boston. 

Question.  The  steamer  Eastern  Queen  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  have  those  to  do  in  your  list,  if  you  did  not  in- 
spect them  and  have  no  interest  in  them  ? 

Answer.  I  recommended  the  charters,  for  they  were  good  vessels. 

Question.   You  never  saw  them  ? 

Answer.  I  saw  them,  and  inspected  them  here ;  but  not  before  they 
were  chartered. 

Question.  Have  you  any  interest  in  the  vessels  in  list  C,  chartered 
at  the  instance  of  J.  Edgar  Thomson? 

Answer.  Through  the  Propeller  Co.,  that  is  all ;  only  as  a  stock- 
holder in  the  Philadelphia  Propeller  Co.  They  were  not  chartered  ; 
they  were  taken.  They  were  chartered  afterwards,  and  the  charter- 
parties  dated  back. 

Question.  Was  the  amount  received  by  any  vessel  in  this  list  larger 
than  the  amount  here  placed  opposite  the  name  ? 

Answer.  The  highest,  I  believe,  that  we  ever  had  for  the  Steam 
Propeller  Co.,  for  the  Thomas  Sparks,  a  large  boat,  I  think,  was 
$175  at  first  ;  then  we  came  down  to  $150,  and  then  to  $145. 

Question.  Was  $175  the  highest  amount  that  you  received  for  the 
Thomas  Sparks  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  believe  so. 

Question.  In  this  table  you  place  |145  opposite  her  name? 

Answer.  It  was  reduced  at  the  end  of  the  month,  I  think,  sir.  She 
was  only  chartered  for  a  month.  I  guess  it  was  soon  after  Mr.  Thom- 
son came  in. 

Question.  What  did  you  get  for  the  Sophia  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  $150. 

Question.  The  Planet? 

Answer.  The  same,  I  believe. 
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Question.  The  Josephine  ? 

Answer.  Well,  $150  or  |160  ;  for  the  last  year  we  have  got  $145. 

Question.  The  Colonel  Rucker — what  was  the  highest  you  received 
for  her  ? 

Answer.  $145.     She  is  a  bran-new  boat,  only  six  months  old. 

Question.  The  L.  Y.  Cannon? 

Answer.  I  think  |130. 

Question.  The  Belger  ? 

Answer.  That  was  $130.    Those  are  bran-new  boats. 

Question.  The  Novelty? 

Answer.  $125  or  $130. 

Question.  The  H.  Burden  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  $125  or  $130. 

Question.  The  Sarah? 

Answer.  $125,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 

Question.  The  Black  Diamond  ? 

Answer.  $140. 

Question.  The  Ironsides  ? 

Answer.  $140. 

Question.  The  Ann  Eliza? 

Answer.  She  is  from  the  New  York  Express  Steamboat  Company. 
I  believe  it  was  $130. 

Question.  ThoAlida? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.     I  did  not  charter  them.    I  recommended 
them.    Mr.  Tucker  chartered  them.    I  believe  it  was  $125  or  $130. 

Question.  The  Bristol? 

Answer.  She  is  of  the  New  York  Express  Company.    I  had  no  com- 
mission on  them.  ^ 

Question.  Were  you  one  of  the  stockholders  of  that  company  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.    The  Black  Diamond,  Ironsides,  &c.,  were  char-      ^ 
tered  for  only  ten  days.  j 

Question.  What  was  the  Beverly  chartered  for  ?  ^} 

Answer.  I  don't  know.    She  ought  to  be  $130  to  $135.  ^ 

Question.  Do  you  remember  the  amount  of  the  charter-party  of  the    !  * 
steamer  New  York,  in  which  you  are  interested  ?  ? 

Answer.  She  is  $600.    She  is  a  1,000  ton  ship.    She  is  worth  more,      ^^ 
a  good  deal,  than  the  Louisiana.  ^■ 

Question.  The  J.  Brooks? 

Answer.  She  is  $700  ;  and  she  is  there  at  $100  less  than  when  in 
the  McClellan  expedition.  P^ 

Question.  The  Diamond  State — what  did  you  get  for  her? 

Answer.  I  believe  $200.  Ss 

Question.  The  Charles  Osgood  ?  ^ 

Answer.  I  believe  she  gets  $250.    She  is  chartered,  but  I  did  not      ^ 
charter  her.  ^^ 

Question.  The  Quinnebaug  ? 

Answer.  I  think  $250  ;  but  I  did  not  charter  her,  I  think.  ^ 

Question.  The  Shetucket  ? 

Answer.  She  is  the  same.     The  Decatur  ought  to  be  down  on  that 
list.    I  just  thought  of  her. 

Question.  Are  you  part  owner  of  her  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  recommended  her.  She  waschartered  by  General 
Van  Vliet.  She  is  the  same  size  as  the  Osgood.  She  is  at  $150.  She 
is  330-odd  tons.  I  think  I  should  state  one  thing  here,  in  justice  to 
Commodore  Vanderbilt,  who  chartered  the  steamers  for  the  Banks  ex- 
pedition. The  steamers  Quinnebaug,  Sbetucket,  Osgood,  and  Deca- 
tur, were,  after  their  charter  for  the  McClellan  expedition  had  expired , 
rechartered  by  him  for  the  Banks  expedition  at  higher  prices  than 
before  ;  but  that  was  owing  to  the  fact  of  their  having  had  another 
deck  put  on  them — in  fact,  of  their  having  been  rebuilt  in  the  mean- 
time. I  think  that  should  be  stated,  in  justice  to  Commodore  Vander- 
bilt.  E.  F.  LOPEE. 


Washington,  Thursday^  January  15,  1863. 

Brigadier  General  Montgomery  C.  Mbigs,  being  duly  sworn,  testi- 
fied as  follows : 

Examined  by 

Question.  State  your  rank  and  duty* 

Answer.  I  am  quartermaster  general  of  the  United  States. 

Question.  State,  if  you  please,  when  you  commenced  employing 
transports  for  the  service  of  the  quartermaster's  department  during 
the  present  war. 

Answer.  I  think  I  entered  upon  my  duties  on  the  13th  of  June, 
1861,  and  from  that  time  the  general  direction  of  the  quartermaster's 
department  has  rested  with  me.  The  employment  of  transports,  for 
the  movements  of  troops  and  supplies,  is  almost  constant. 

Question.  Through  whom  have  the  charters  been  principally  ef- 
fected? 

Answer.  Through  the  officers  of  the  quartermaster's  department 
and  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  John  Tucker.  Before  Mr. 
Stanton  became  Secretary  of  War,  while  Mr.  Cameron  was  still  Sec- 
retary, Mr.  Tucker  was  employed  by  him  as  an  agent,  and  made 
many  charters.  He  became  Assistant  Secretary  shortly  after  Mr. 
Stanton  took  charge  of  the  War  Department,  and  has  assisted  in  this 
business  since. 

Question.  Through  whom,  or  what  agent  of  the  War  Department, 
were  the  transports  for  what  i>  known  as  the  Port  Eoyal  expedition 
principally  secured  by  the  government? 

Answer.  I  think  they  were  principally  secured  through  Captain 
Saxton.  He  was  the  quartermaster  placed  on  duty  as  chief  quarter- 
master of  the  expedition.  It  is  possible  that  Mr.  Tucker  may  have 
bad  some  connexion  with  them.  My  memory  does  not  serve  me  as  to 
that. 

Question.  Who  had  the  charge  of  procuring  transportation  for 
what  is  known  as  the  Burnside  expedition  ? 

AuHwer.  That  was  placed  under  General  Burnside's  own  direction, 
and  Captain  Biggs,  of  the  quartermaster's  department,  was  detailed 
as  his  chief  quartermaster.  I  think  that,  in  that  expedition,  Mr.  Tucker 
chartered  some  of  the  vessels. 
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Question.  Who  had  charge  of  fitting  out,  and  through  whom  were 
the  charters  effected,  for  what  is  known  as  the  McClellan  expedition? 

Answer.  The  greater  number  were  chartered  by  Mr.  Tucker,  with 
whom  was,  as  assistant,  Captain  Hodges,  of  the  quartermaster's  de- 
partment. 

Question.  How  came  (/aptain  Hodges  to  be  associated  with  Mr. 
Tucker?  By  whose  direction,  and  for  what  purpose,  were  they  as- 
sociated ? 

Answer.  The  Secretary  of  War  directed  me  to  send  an  officer  with 
Mr.  Tucker  to  charter  vessels  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  an  expedi- 
tion, under  General  McClellan,  from  Annapolis  to  the  peninsula. 

Question.  What  had  Captain  Hodges  to  do  with  effecting  those 
charters?  Was  he  merely  employed  to  sign  the  charter-parties,  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  an  official  character  to  them,  or  did  he  exer- 
cise his  discretion  in  selecting  the  vessels  to  be  chartered? 

Answer.  The  Secretary  informed  me  that  he  desired  that  the  char- 
ters should  be  executed  by  an  officer  of  the  quartermaster's  depart- 
ment, and  he  also  desired  that  Mr.  Tucker  should  assist  in  the  mat- 
ter. Mr.  Tucker  was  the  higher  officer  in  rank,  being  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  War,  his  opinion  would  necessarily  overrule  that  of  the  in- 
ferior officer.  I  understand  that  they  were  associated  together  ;  that 
the  work  was  too  large  for  any  one  man  to  do,  and  I  presume  that, 
probably,  Mr.  Tucker's  opinion  governed  the  charter.  I  gave  some 
general  directions,  with  the  best  information  in  my  possession,  as  to 
the  mode  of  making  charters,  what  should  be  the  limit  of  the  prices 
paid. 

Question*.  Captain  Hodges  has  testified  before  this  committee  that 
the  vessels  were  chartered  by  Mr.  John  Tucker ;  that  he  merely  was 
expected  and  directed  to  sign  the  charter-parties  in  order  to  give  them 
official  character.  Was  that  fulfilling  the  orders  of  the  depart- 
ment on  the  part  of  Captain  Hodges,  and  doing  what  was  expected 
of  him? 

Answer.  Captain  Hodges  had  written  instructions  for  his  guidance, 
which  I  would  prefer  to  refer  to  before  I  undertake  to  state  what  they 
are.  I  presume,  as  I  said  in  my  previous  answer,  that,  practically, 
the  opinion  of  the  higher  officer  would  govern,  and  Captain  Hodges 
would  sign  the  charters. 

Question.  Was  Captain  Hodges  expected  to  strictly  comply  with 
the  written  instructions  that  he  took  with  him? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  In  my  opinion  it  would  have  been  his  duty,  if 
he  found  any  charter  being  made  that  was  wrong  or  improper  in  his 
opinion,  to  make  a  report  of  that  fact  or  protest  against  it. 

Question.  I  find  in  the  list  of  vessels  chartered  by  the  United  States 
government,  appended  to  a  letter  written  by  you  to  the  Secretary  of 
War,  dated  March  24,  1862,  the  name  of  R,  F.  Loper  as  having  char- 
tered sundry  vessels  for  the  United  States  government.  State  if  he 
acted  as  the  agent  of  the  quartermaster's  department,  or  the  War 
Department  generally. 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  what  is  Mr.  Loper's  authority,  sir.  He  has 
no  commission  of  me. 

Question.  Or  under  the  quartermaster's  department? 
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Answer.  He  might  have  been,  by  some  quartermaster,  employed 
as  an  agent,  b^t  I  have  not  seen  his  authority.  That  report  is  made 
up  from  what  we  find  on  the  files  of  the  department. 

Question.  Would  Mr.  Loper  have  any  authority  to  sign  a  charter 
for  the  government,  if  only  employed  by  a  subordinate? 

Answer.  He  might  have  been  employed  by  a  subordinate  as  an 
agent;  but  it  would  have  been  much  more  proper  for  the  charters  to 
be  signed  by  the  officer  himself,  or  at  least  signed  for  the  officer  offi- 
cially. I  have  never  seen  any  commission  or  authority  to  Mr.  Loper 
in  writing;  by  which  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  there  is  no  such  thing 
on  file  in  the  quartermaster's  office. 

Question.  Can  you  furnish  to  the  committee  a  list  of  the  vessels 
that  have  been  chartered  at  Baltimore  during  the  present  insur- 
rection ? 

Answer.  We  can  make  a  list  of  all  the  vessels  which  have  so  far 
been  reported  to  us  as  chartered  at  Baltimore,  but  it  will  be  a  work 
of  some  time!  I  have  directed  to  be  brought  to  the  committee  the 
books  in  which  charters  are  entered  at  the  quartermaster's  depart- 
ment. 

Question.  Can  you  tell  by  these  books  what  vessels  are  now  in  the 
employment  of  the  government?  * 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  with  these  books,  because  vessels  are  dis- 
charged daily  and  chartered  daily.  They  can  only  be  entered  here  as 
information  is  received. 

Question.  Are  your  subordinates  required  to  immediately  notify 
you,  when  a  charter-party  expires,  or  when  a  vessel  that  is  chartered 
for  a  given  period,  with  the  option  on  the  part  of  the  government  to 
continue  it,  is  surrendered  back  to  the  owners  ? 

Answer.  Our  officers  are  required  to  make  monthly  returns,  and  in 
those  returns  to  state  all  changes  that  take  place. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  a  person  named  Amasa  C.  Hall  being 
employed  in  any  capacity  as  the  representative  or  contractor  for  the 
government  hX  Baltimore? 

Answer.  I  have  known  of  many  vessels  being  chartered  from  a  Mr. 
A.  C.  Hall,  in  Baltimore. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  there  acting  as  the  representative  of 
the  government  in  securing  vessels  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not  so  understand  it,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  acting  as  a  sort  of  representative  or 
agent  of  the  government  in  disposing  of  the  vessels  in  the  harbor, 
moving  them  about,  and  attending  to  matters  connected  generally 
with  the  shipping  for  the  quartermasters  department  at  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  If  he  is  employed  in  such  a  position,  it 
would  be  contained  in  the  quartermaster's  monthly  reports  ;  but  the 
quartermaster's  monthly  reports  are  too  voluminous  for  me  person- 
ally to  examine. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  receiving  any  compensation,  or  of 
any  compensation  being  promised  to  or  expected  by  him  for  any  ser- 
vice of  that  description  rendered  by  him  to  the  government? 

Answisr.  I  do  not.  Let  me  add  to  that,  before  answering  definite- 
ly such  a  question,  I  should  want  an  opportunity  to  examine  the  cor- 
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lespondence  on  file  in  my  office,  as  a  good  deal  has  to  be  done  by 
assistants  that  does  not  come  personally  before  me.  My  attention 
has  not  been  called  to  this  matter,  and  the  reports  of  the  quartermas- 
ter, Colonel  Belger,  might  show  some  such  conditions — some  engage- 
ment— some  promise  of  compensation  to  this  Mr.  Hall,  though  I  have 
no  knowledge  of  it.     It  might  be  on  file  in  my  office. 

Question.  Are  you  aware  of  any  instructions  or  directions  having 
been  given  to  Colonel  Belger,  or  any  other  officer  of  the  quartermas- 
ter's department,  to  the  effect  that  the  War  Department  or  you,  as 
its  representative,  desired  or  expected  that  vessels  presented  by  Mr. 
Hall  for  charter  should  be  employed  in  preference  to  others  ? 

Answer.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  called  Colonel  Belger's  attention 
once  or  twice  to  the  large  number  of  vessels  chartered  from  Mr.  Hall, 
telling  him  that  this  appeared  to  be  a  monopoly,  and  that  it  ought  to 
be  corrected. 

Qoestion,  State  whether  you  have  the  charter-party  of  the  steamer 
Niagara  chartered  for  the  Banks  expedition  ? 

Answer.  It  may  be  in  the  office,  but  I  have  not  personally  seen  it. 


Washington,  Tuesday^  January  20,  1863. 

Brigadier  General  Montgomery  C.  Meigs,  recalled,  testified  further 
as  follows : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  Can  you  now  state  as  to  the  charter-party  of  the  steamer 
Niagara? 

Answer.  I  find  no  charter  for  the  Niagara  in  the  office  ;  the  charter 
has  not  been  received  at  the  quartermaster  general's  office,  and  I  can 
not  state  upon  what  terms  she  was  chartered. 

In  accordance  with  your  desire,  I  now  present  a  list  of  vessels 
chartered  in  the  port  of  Baltimore,  by  Colonel  James  Belger,  United 
States  quartermaster  at  that  post,  from  the  first  of  July,  1861,  up  to 
the  time  when  the  last  report  was  made  from  Colonel  Belger.  This 
list  is  made  up  from  the  entries  of  the  charters  which  are  entered  in 
the  books  as  received.  It  is  not  made  up  from  the  reports  of  the 
quartermaster,  but  from  the  list  of  charter-parties  as  entered. 

1  also  present  a  copy  of  Colonel  Belger's  last  report  of  vessels  char- 
tered and  in  service  during  the  month  of  November,  1862,  with  the 
list  of  vessels  discharged  during  that  month. 

Question.  Does  this  embrace  all  that  he  had  in  service  ? 

Answer.  That  should  embrace  all  that  he  had  in  service.     I  also 

S resent  a  copy  of  my  instruction  to  Captain  Hodges.  (For  General 
[eigs's  instructions  to  Captain  Hodges,  in  relation  to  chartering 
transports  for  the  McClellan  expedition,  see  the  testimony  of  Cap- 
tain H.  C.  Hodges.)  When  I  wrote  those  instructions  to  Captain 
Hodges  I  understood  that  I  was  complying  exactly  with  the  expressed 
wishes  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 
I  also  present  a  copy  of  the  schedule,  prepared  by  Colonel  Ingalls 
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and   furnished  to  Captain  Hodges,  of  the  number  of  transports  re- 
quired for  General  McClellan's  expedition. 
It  is  as  follows  : 

Quartermaster  General's  Office, 

Washington  City,  February  27,  1862. 

CAFrAiN:  The  following  schedule  has  been  prepared  bj  Colonel  Ingalls, 
based  mainly  upon  Assistant  Secretary  Tucker's  calculation : 

I.  100  barges,  Nos,  1  to  100. — 1,200  wagons,  20,000  men. 

Each  to  carry  12  wagons  and  200  men  with  equipments,  5  days'  rations  in 
the  haversacks,  2,000  rations  in  bulk,  without  pork,  put  on  board  where  char- 
tered, and  2,000  gallons  water,  in  casks  and  tanks. 

24  four-horse  ambulances,  with  horses,  teamsters,  &c.,to  be  put  in  the  schooners 
and  barges. 

II.  150  schooners,  Nos,  1  to  150. — 11,400  horses,  3,000  teamsters. 

Each  to  carry  76  horses  on  deck,  a  few  additional,  if  required,  under  deck; 
20  teamsters  with  5  days'  rations,  cooked ;  200  rations  in  bulk ;  9,500  pounds 
grain  ;  11,000  pounds  nay;  4,000  gallons  water,  in  casks  and  tanks.  Forage 
and  water  to  be  put  on  board  at  place  of  charter ;  teamsters  and  horses  at  Perry- 
ville.     Rendezvous  at  Annapolis. 

III.  16  propellers,  Nos.  1  to  16,  200  tons  each. — 16  batteries,  6,400  men. 

Each  to  carry  a  battery,  unlimbered,  on  deck,  if  possible,  and  400  men ;  5 
days'  rations  for  men,  in  haversacks ;  10  days'  rations,  except  pork,  in  bulk ; 
4,000  rations ;  4,000  gallons  water.  The  4,000  rations  and  water  to  be  put  on 
board  at  place  of  charter. 

IV.  12  propellers,  Nos.  A  to  L,  300  tons  each. — 7,200  men. 

Each  to  carry  600  men,  equipments,  with  5  days'  rations,  in  haversacks ;  10 
more  in  bulk,  say  6,000  rations ;  6,000  gallons  of  water.  Provisions  and  water 
to  be  put  on  board  at  place  of  charter ;  men,  &c.,  at  Annapolis.  The  28  pro- 
pellers to  tow  the  barges  to  their  destination. 

V.  10  propellers,  ttu(s,  Nos.  1  to  10. 

Each  to  assist  in  towing  schooners  with  side-wheel  tugg,  and  to  act  as  omni- 
bus boats  to  fleet. 

VI.  6  large  side-wheel  steam-tugs,  Nos.  1  to  6. — 2,400  men. 

Each  to  assist  in  towing  schooners,  and  to  carry  400  men  and  equipments,  and 
5  days'  rations  in  haversacks,  10  days'  more  in  bulk,  or  4,000  rations,  except 
pork ;  4,000  gallons  of  water — the  latter  two  items  to  be  put  on  board  at  place 
of  charter. 

VII.  30  steamers,  Nos.  1  to  30.-21,000  men. 

Each  to  carry  700  men,  their  equipments ;  5  days'  rations  in  haversacks, 
7,000  more  in  bulk,  except  pork;  7,000  gallons  water.  The  last  two  items  to 
be  put  on  board  at  place  of  charter;  men,  &c.,  at  Annapolis.  Coal  for  the  voy- 
age must  be  provided  on  board  each  steam  vessel.  Beef  on  hoof,  for  5  days'  ra- 
tions, to  be  snipped  from  Baltimore.  If  provisions  cannot  be  put  in  each  vessel 
as  herein  indicated,  the  quantities  can  be  more  consolidated  on  selected  vessels  of 
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Report  of  vessels  discharged  during  (he  month  of  November,  1862. 


Nunt)  of  vessel. 


Defcriptinn, 
torn  burden. 


Maria  Anna 

Joseph  Baker 

Minnehaha , 

Israel  W.Day 

Vincent  Barkeline  .  . , 

B.  Nickerson , 

Louisa  Anna , 

8.  W.Birdsale 

Mary  and  Elizabeth., 

F.  W.  Johnson 

Plandome 

Ellen  Merryman  ..... 

D.  C.  Foster , 

Bengali , 

Baltimore , 

E  U.  vicC?ianahan. 
Mountain  Engle...   . 

LuiherChilds 

Aurora  Mountain  .... 

G.  W.Grice , 

Hnynor , 

G.  W.  Glover 

(laraBell , 

Oarrle 

Joseph  Holmes , 

Nevada 

Little  Sally 

Vera  Cruz 

Niaipira 

Nifhtiniale 

Mary  Ann  Brown... 

P.  8.  Marsh 

Lewis  and  Butler  .. 

6.  .-'pencer 

J.  Campbell 

T.  Skinner 

Edward 

Louis  Wilson 

Rebecca 

8wan 

Thomas  P.  Straw... 
George  H  Bevans... 

Thomas  Guent 

Peronia 

Zouave 


Schooner,  137  . 

Steam  tug 

Schooner,  Ml.. 
Schooner,  !253. 
Schooner,  84. ., 
Schooner,  334 . . 
Schooner,  13U., 
Schooner,  167., 
Schooner,  190., 
Schooner,  94. ., 
Schooner,  364 
Schooner,  139 
Schooner,  137 
Schooner,  I  (p. 
Schooner,  1%. 
Schooner,  114. 
Schooner,  19.'>. 
Schooner,  168. 
Schooner,  174. 
Schooner,  118. 
Schooner,  130 
Schooner,  1 16. 
Schooner,  135 
Schooner,  110. 
Schooner,  331. 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Barge 

Karge. . 
Barge 


Wh*>n 
chartered. 


Mar. 
Mar. 
Mar. 
%lar. 
Mar. 
Mar. 
April 
April 
April 
April 
April 
April 
April 
April 
May 
May 
May 
May 
May 
May 
June 
June 
Aug. 
Aug. 
Aug. 
April 
April 
April 
April 
April 
May 
May 
May 
May 
May 
May 
May 
May 
May 
May 
May 
May 
May 
Aug 
Aug. 


►,  Ih63 


15, 
18, 

34,  100-.C 
36, 186i 

35,  1^63 

15,  if-es 

•'    ie6Q 


,1863 
,  1^63 
,  1863 


..,  186l 
33, 1863 


15; 
39, 
33, 1863 

33,  1863 
93,  1863 

34,  1863 
38,1863 

3,  1863 
3,1863 

5,  1863 

6,  11^63 
9,  1863 

13,  1863 

9,  1863 

10,1863 

11,1863 

11,  1863 

32,  186  a 

1,  1863 

1,186? 

1,1863 

3. 1862 

7. 1863 
1,1863 

1,  U63 
3,  U63 
2, 1863 
3,  1863 

2,  1863 

3,  1863 
3,1863 
3,  1863 
5,  1863 
5,1863' 
5,  18ri3 

13, 1863 
i5, 1863 

35,  1863 


When  dis- 
chaiged.* 


Terms  of  charter. 


9500  00 

65  00 

!^  35 

916  04» 

3.16  00 

916  00 

538  00 

668  00 

760  00 

376  00 

1,064  00 

516  00 

508  Oil 

413  00 

480  00 

456  00 

780  00 

673  CO 

696  00 

473  00 

480  00 

464  00 

500  00 

440  00 

884  00 

13  00 

13  00 

13  00 

13  00 

13  00 

13  00 

13  00 

13  00 

13  00 

13  00 

13  00 

13  00 

18  00 

13  UO 

13  00 

9  00 

18  00 

13  00 

9  00 

9  00 


pf'r  month  » 
per  day . 
per  month  » 
per  month., 
per  month, 
per  month., 
per  month, 
per  month., 
per  mouth, 
per  month., 
per  month, 
per  month, 
per  month, 
per  month, 
per  month, 
per  month . 
per  month, 
per  month, 
per  month, 
per  month, 
per  month, 
per  month, 
per  month, 
per  month. 
j>er  month, 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 
per  day. 


*  These  vessels  were  all  traBsferred  to  other  officers. 


I  certify  that  the  above  report  is  correct* 


J.  W.  BELGER, 
CblonsI  and  (luaritrmadtr* 


Question.  What  was  the  character  of  the  complaints  made  to  your 
lepartment  in  regard  to  Mr.  Hall,  as  mentioned  by  you  in  your  letter 
»  Colonel  Belger,  of  July  9,  1862  ? 

Answer.  Captains  of  barges,  or  persons  professing  to  own  barges  or 
»Dal  boats^  would  come  to  me  and  say  they  found  they  could  not  get 
;heir  pay  unless  Mr.  Hall  received  a  certain  percentage.  I  investi- 
i^ated  those  cases.  Some  of  them,  I  think,  were  referred  to  Colonel 
Belger  to  report;  and  I  think  I  generally  found  that  the  charters  were 
from  Mr.  Hall.  I  supposed  him  to  be  a  ship-broker  or  agent,  who 
kept  himself  advised  of  what  vessels  were  to  charter,  and  acted  as  the 
Gtgent  of  the  owners.  But  finding  these  complaints  made,  and  that 
BO  many  vessels  were  chartered  in  his  name,  I  wrote  to  Colonel  fielger 
on  the  subject  on  the  9th  of  July,  and  again  on  the  29th  of  July> 


294  TESTIMONY. 

copies  of  which  letters  I  submit.  The  replies  were  placed  in  the  haods 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  and  they  have  either  passed  into 
the  hands  of  some  agent  or  been  laid  away  in  some  safe,  and  thoagh 
I  have  asked  for  them  more  than  once  during  the  last  two  or  three 
days  they  have  not  been  found  They  are,  however,  in  the  possession 
of  the  War  Department., 


Washington,  Friday^  January  30,  1863. 
Brigadier  General  Montgomery  C.  Meigs  recalled,  testified  further, 
as  follows : 

Examined  by  ihe'dtairman. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  interview  with  Mr  Tucker  or  Mr.  Hall 
in  regard  to  the  method  of  chartering  vessels  at  Baltimore,  or  the  per- 
sons with  whom  charters  were  eflfected  ? 

Answer.  I  have  spoken  with  Mr.  Tucker,  in  regard  to  Mr.  Hall 
being  so  much  employed,  or  so  naany  vessels  being  chartered  through 
Mr.  Hall,  more  than  once.  I  do  not  remember  any  particular  inter- 
view on  this  subject.  I  have  told  him  that  I  had  written  to  Colonel 
Belger  upon  the  subject  Mr.  Hall  I  do  not  remember  ever  to  have 
seen,  until  I  saw  him  one  day  in  this  committee  room  lately,  and  was 
told,  after  he  had  left  the  room,  that  that  was  Mr.  Hall.  If  1  had 
such  an  interview  it  left  no  impression  upon  me  as  to  its  being  of  im- 
portance. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Tucker,  under  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
War,  have  the  general  subject  of  the  employment  of  transports  under 
his  charge,  during  the  year  ending  January  1,  1863? 

Answer.  1  think  that,  during  Mr.  Cameron's  administration  as  Sec- 
retary ol  War,  he  held  a  position  as  superintendent  of  transportation; 
but  1  have  not  seen  his  commission,  and  do  not  know  precisely  what 
his  powers  were.  I  think  he  acted  under  the  instructions  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  War.  When  Mr.  Stanton  took  charge  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment Mr.  Tucker  was  made  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  and  acted  in 
connexion  with  transportation  from  time  to  time,  under  instructions 
from  the  Secretary  of  War  himself;  what  his  precise  duties  and  powers 
were  I  am  not  informed.  M.  C.  MEIGS, 

Quariermaater  General, 

[The  following  letter  from  General  Meigs  was  received  subsequent 
to  his  giving  the  previous  testimony.] 

Quartermaster  General's  Office, 

Washington  City^  January  30,  1863. 
Dear  Sir  :  Having  heard  read  this  morning  a  portion  of  the  testi- 
mony of  Cornelius  Wendell  in  regard  to  the  charter  of  the  steamer 
George  Washington,  by  Captain  Fuller,  assistant  quartermaster  at 
Hilton  He  id,  I  think  it  my  duty  to  say  to  you  that  in  my  opinion 
this  teEtimony  will  produce  a  wrong  impression,  and  that  justice  to 
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Captain  Fuller,  who  made  the  charter,  requires  that  his  presentation 
of  the  case  should  be  printed  with  the  testimony. 

Mr.  Wendeirs  testimony,  if  carelessly  read,  will  leave  the  im- 
pression that  the  vessel  was  chartered  by  him  for  $100,  and  that  for 
the  same  Captain  Fuller  paid  $350  per  day.  I  believe  that  Mr. 
Wendell's  charter  to  Mr.  Clarke  must  have  been  for  the  bare  vessel, 
(at  home),  while  Captain  Fuller's  charter  probably  included  the 
wages  and  support  of  the  crew  and  officers,  who  are  generally  hired 
by  the  owners.     I  write  without  reference  to  the  papers. 

The  charter  was  made  by  Captain  Fuller  at  Hilton  Head,  as  I  un- 
derstand, under  pressure  of  necessity,  for  the  use  of  the  vessel  upon 
the  expedition  to  James's  island.  General  Hunter  disapproved  the 
charter^  sayiog  it  was  made  in  violation  of  his  orders.  Captain 
Fuller,  I  think,  asserted  that  he  had  made  the  best  bargain  he  could 
with  the  agent  of  the  owners,  and  that  the  necessity  for  the  use  of  the 
vessel  was  imperative,  aud  that  he  did  not  violate  his  orders.  She 
had,  it  seems,  been  sent  to  Hilton  Head  by  the  owoer  for  the  chance 
of  employment.  Indeed,  Mr.  Clarke  had  applied  to  me  to  have  the 
vessel  employed,  and  I  had  refused  to  order  her  chartered  and  take 
the  risk  of  getting  her  to  Hilton  Head,  having  been  frequently  dis- 
appointed in  the  endeavor  to  send  under  charters  light  draught  steam- 
boats to  that  place.  They  would  loiter  about  the  Chesapeake,  or  run 
into  Hatteras  Inlet,  in  stress  of  weather.  Several  chartered  for  Hilton 
Head  never  reached  there.  This  vessel  was  unfortunate  in  her  voyage, 
but  finally  reached  Hilton  Head;  was  there  at  a  time  when  her  ser- 
vices were  needed  by  the  quartermaster,  who  chartered  her  at  $350  a 
day.  General  Hunter  disapproved  the  charter,  but  the  vessel  con- 
tinued in  service.  I  directed  that  no  payment  should  be  made  to  her, 
and  requested  that  General  Hunter  would  investigate  the  whole 
subject. 

General  Hunter  heft  the  department  of  the  south,  and  lately,  when 
about  to  return  to  it,  upon  application  of  Mr.  Bayard  Clarke,  indorsed 
his  approval  of  the  payment  for  the  services  of  this  steamer  at  $250 
per  day  ;  and  upon  this  action  of  General  Hunter  I  directed  the  ves- 
sel's certificates  of  service  to  be  settled  at  this  rate  about  the  third  of 
January. 

Upon  application  from  acommitteeof  the  House  of  Representatives, 
I  have  since  written  to  Captain  Fuller  not  to  pay  the  bills,  but  to 
refer  them  to  this  office  for  settlement,  intending  to  await  the  devel- 
opement  of  any  investigation  by  either  House. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

M.  C.  MEIGS, 
Quartermaster  General, 

Hon.  J.  W.  Grimes, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Charters  of  Transports^ 

'  Bank's  Expedition, 
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Washington,  Thursday^  January  22,  1863. 

P.  H.  Watson,  beiug  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 
Examined  by  the  chairman, 

Qaestion.  8tate  your  official  position  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States. 

Answer.  I  am  Assistant  Secretary  of  War. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Amasa  C.  Hall,  of  Baltimore,  in  the  State 
of  Maryland  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.     I  never  saw  him,  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  has,  during  the  Jast  year  and 
a  half,  been  in  the  habit  of  transacting  business  with  the  government, 
and,  if  so,  what  is  the  character  of  it  ? 

Answer.  The  records  of  the  War  Department  show  that  a  person 
of  that  name  has  been  engaged  in  chartering  vessels  for  the  transport 
service  of  the  United  States,  and  in  supplying  coal,  as  a  contractor, 
to  the  quartermaster's  department. 

Question.  Did  he  ever  render  to  the  department  a  list  of  the  vessels 
which  he  had  chartered  to  the  government  ? 

Answer.  He  furnished  through  his  counsel,  William  Sly,  esq.,  of 
Baltimore,  a  sworn  statement,  embracing  lists  ot  the  vessels  that  he  had 
chartered  to  the  government,  specifying  the  names  ol  the  owners  of 
some  of  them,  the  rates  at  which  they  were  chartered,  and  the  amount 
of  commission  that  he  received  on  the  charter  money.  That  statement 
was  sworn  to  by  Mr.  Hall. 

Question.  State,  if  you  please,  whether  the  lists  that  you  now  hold 
in  your  hand  are  those  original  lists  so  furnished  to  the  War  Depart- 
ment by  Mr.  Hall's  attorney  ? 

Answer.  They  are  the  original  papers  furnished  by  him. 

The  lists  are  as  follows : 

P.  H.  WATSON. 
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[Lluts  furnished  to  the  War  Department  by  A.  C.  Hall.] 

A  A. 
List  of  vessels  chartered  for  Colonel  Jos.  Belger, 


i 
1 

Description  and  name  of 

Owner,  captain,  or  agent'« 
name. 

E.  Parker 

i 

§ 

n 

52 

g.5 

1 

Amount  paid  on 
charter. 

If- 

Hi 

186-2. 
April  14 

8chr.  Juniatta  Patton 

8*hr.  Chrytolite 

8chr.  A.  T.  Rowland.... 
8chr.  North  Carolina.   .. 
Schr.  Ea^t  New  Market  .. 

8chr.  William  Allen 

Schr.  L.  W.  Birdsale 

Schr.  Governor  Burton  . . . 

Sohr.  Amytis  ..         

i«chr.  Maria  fc  Elisabeih.. 

Schr.  Homuul  Colt 

Schr.  Uueiia  Vi»ia 

Schr.  Kvndrick  Firh 

Schr.  F.  W.  Johnston  .... 

Schr.  N.  L.  Wa»»en 

Schr.  Olivia  Buxton 

Schr.  Julian  Franklin  .... 
Schr.  Clara  Bell 

261 
170 
21« 
108 

90 
363 
167 
268 
106 
945 
166 
231 
170 

94 
103 

90 

9i 
124 
273 
966 
127 
124 
295 

no 

100 

85 

260 

106 

"1*95 
120 
112 
226 
180 
184 
114 
125 
159 
195 
95 

no 

110 
75 
74 
148 
100 
78 
95 
90 
92 
75 
100 
133 
106 
190 
936 
133 

$4  00 
400 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
400 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
400 
4  00 
4  00 
400 
4  0) 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 

'  *4  66 
4  00 
400 
4  20 
400 
4  00 
4  00 
380 
4  09 
4  00 
400 
4  00 
4  CO 
4  05 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
400 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 

11,044  00 
680  00 
864  00 
4:3  00 
360  00 

1,452  00 
668  00 

1,07-2  0(1 
4-24  00 
980  00 
664  00 
924  00 
680  00 
376  00 
412  00 
360  00 
:i6H  00 
490  00 

1,092  00 

1,064  00 
608  00 
496  00 

l,leo  00 
440  00 
400  00 
340  00 

1,040  00 
424  00 
475  00 
780  00 
480  00 
448  00 
950  00 
720  00 
738  00 
456  00 
475  00 
650  00 
500  00 
380  00 
440  00 
440  00 
340  00 
996  00 
502  00 
400  00 
319  00 
380  00 
360  00 
368  00 
300  00 
400  00 
539  00 
494  00 
760  00 
944  00 
5J9  00 

$1,809  00 

753  40 

3,081  60 

907  20 

^88  00 

8,448  00 

1,060  00 

3,3i0  00 

1,045  80 

9,044  06' 
3,.'i72  00 
3,060  00 
852  20 
2,798  00 
1,548  00 
l,7;i3  20 

'4,860  00 
3,990  60 
2,404  40 

*7,' 124*20 

'"683  06' 

5,'333'i6' 
2,216  00 

'  *i,'540  00 

937  80 

1,416  00 

9,650  00 

720  00 

932  20 

1,763  20 

738  06 

616  60 
481  20 
1,052  93 
557  90 
408  00 

«90  45 
37  67 

154  08 
45;|6 
44  40 

492  40 
53  00 

•^    15 
14 
16 

A.O.Hall 

T,W.  Rowland    

R.  W.  Bunting 

16 
16 
16 

Levin  H  Stewart 

Tho*.  0  Crannier 

A.  C.  Hail 

17 
17 

18 

..   ..do 

...do 

..do 

G  W.  Hilliard  

167  00 
52  99 

loi'go 

18 

A.  0  Hall 

178  60 

9i 

22 

John  Wall 

A.C.Hall     

153  00 
42  61 

aa 

99 
9^ 

Harrison  Mitchell 

Samael  P.  Williams... 
8.  F.  Jewett  

139  74 
77  40 
86  66 

92 

W.  Apulegarth 

S3 
23 
94 
94 
95 
98 
9t« 
98 

Schr.  A.  H-  Manchester.. 

Schr.  Plandome 

Schr.  David  0.  Foeter  .... 

Schr.  R.O.  Mannard 

Schr.  Mary  P.  Hudson.... 

Schr.  Carrie 

Schr.  J.  H.  Travera 

Schr.  J.  Gatlin.       

Brig  Aladdin 

Schr  T.  R.  Hammond.... 
Schr.  French 

Ai>a  W.  Nickerson 

Robert  T  brown 

Joseph  H.Townsend  ... 

W.  Applegarth 

8.  ».  HuUson 

W  Applegarth  A  Son.... 
JohnU.  Adama 

243  00 
199  53 
190  22 

*356'9i 

*  34*i5 

98 

Wyler 

966  66 

30 
3U 

Genni»h 

Robert  Ha wea 

no  80 

May    1 

Schr.  .Mounuin  Bagle  .... 

Schr.  Baltimore  ....  .... 

Schr.  Ficber 

77  00 

2 

M.A.Mitchell  ...   

CM.  JackwnkOo.... 

John  Magee 

William  O   Poster 

Georges  Hnndell 

KelMykGray 

Tugoe  fcTMll 

46  89 
70  80 
132  50 
36  00 
46  61 
88  16 

7 
9 
9 
Jane  13^- 

Schr.  M.  A.  Magee. 

Brig  W.  NichnlMs 

Schr.  Emma  Farbush  ... 
Schr  Justina 

Aag.  11 

Schr.  Lawrence 

Schr.  AlmiraT 

Schr.  Clara  Bell 

11 
11 

W.  Rhodes  flL  Son 

W.  Applegarth  ai8on... 

R   Benicon..^...    

James  North 

36  eo 

30  83 

11 
11 

Schr.  0   H.Tolla 

Schr.  Carrie.        .   

Schr  Federal  Hill 

Schr.  Ontario 

Schr.  Mountaineer 

Schr.  »  N.  Fox 

8 -hr.  Biitterfly 

Schr.  J.,  M.  ft  A.J.  Fox  well 
Schr.  William  k  John.... 
Schr.  J.  R.  Griffith 

94  06 
59  61 

11 

L.  Wheailey 

97  86 

II 
11 

Roton !!......!! 

Holmes  

W.  Applegarth  k.  Son. . . 

Dunn 

W.  Applegarth  li  Son... 

90  40 

11 
11 

730  00 

36  50 

11 
11 
19 

384  80 
481  80 
439  00 

370  00 

4,164  99 
1,825  00 

i,osa93 

19  94 
94  06 
91  60 

12 
19 
91 

Schr.  J.  P.  8pedden 

Sloop  Delaware 

Schr.  Ambition 

do 

do 

do 

"is'ib 

91 

Schr.  Louisiana 

do 

91 

98 

Schr.  William  Fraxier.... 
Schr  Wond»T 

do 

G.  0.  Halleck     ...     . 

908  94 

Sept.  3 

9 

BarkWiliam 

Schr  Robert  Haley 

Total 

KelseykGray    

W.  Applegarth  li  Son... 

9195 
52  61 

4^5 
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List  of  vessels  chartered  for  Colonel  Jos,  Belger, 


1869. 
April  28 


28 

38 

May    1 

1 

1 

9 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

^2 

2 

2 

2 

9 

9 

2 

3 

3 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

8 

8 

8 

9 

12 

5 

15 

Aog.2S 

25 

25 

25 

25 

25 

26 

96 

26 

97 

Sept.  6 

6 


Name  and  deMription  of 
vessel. 


Barge  Jno.  Pickup 

Bar|{e  Friendship 

Barge  California 

Bance  Great  Repablie 

Barge  M.  A.  Duflfy 

Barge  B.  Reader 

Barge  Mary  Ann  Brown . . . 
Barge  Lewis  k.  Butler  .... 
Barge  P.  S.  Marsh    ..... 

Barge  Chas.  E.  Morris 

Bariie  Lewis  Wilson 

Barge  Orange 

Barge  T.  Spencer. ....    . 

Barge  Mary  Linda 

Barge  Chan.  B.  Steiner.... 

Barge  J.  Oampbeli 

Barge  J  udge  Jones  

Barge  Gov.  Johnston  .... 

Barge  David  Wilmot 

Barge  Little  Oliver 

Barge  Jno.  Adams 

Barge  Khoderick  Dhu 

Barge  George  8pencer  . ... 

BargH  Empire  City 

Barge  Edward 

Borge  Michael  Fritz 

Barge  Ri<  hard  Ileckscher. 

Karge  Rebecca 

Barge  M.J.  Hanselman. .. 
Barge  h.  J.Townsend  .... 

Barge  Geo.  W.  Beams 

Barge  Jno.  F.  Morion. . . . 

Barge  Swan 

Barge  W.  T.  Anderson .... 
Barge  Dutch  Traveller  .... 

Barge  Mazy  Welch 

Barge  4dolphus  Fii<her.... 

Barge  Forest  Flower 

Barge  Alexiinder  the  Great 

RargeT.  P.  Strau 

Bitrge  Baltic 

Barge  Zouave 

Barge  Feroniu 

Barge  Seven  Sisters 

Barge  Oarrie 

Barge  Lizzie  Arnold 

Barge  Dr.  W.W.Robins... 

Barge  Gray  Eagle 

Barge  Martha  &  Sarah.... 

Barge  Village  Belle 

Barge  Thomat  Franklin. .. 

Barge  Jno.  Wanner 

Barge  Frances 


ToUl. 


Owner  or  captain's 
name. 


John  Elliott 

R.  W.  McClellan. 
David  Forsyth  .... 


Bernard  Duffy 

John  Frick 

Richard  Brown 

Richard  A.  Rtlott  ... 

Jacob  Shurtz  

Junius  Clinton 

Adam  Bulmer. 

William  Barker 

W.  Lockridge  A  Co  . 


James  Murray  ... 
Robert  Patterson . 


W.  Lockridge  &  Co., 

P.  W.  Blackburn 

R.  F.  Calvill 

Edward  Burke 

Jno.  L.  Hammond.... 

do 

do 

Simuel  Root 

Thomas  Loudon 

Jacob  Shurts 

do 

do 

do 

.do      

Leander  Wood  ..  .. 
Geo.  W.  Brewernan  . 
G.  n.  Fittenherger  ... 
Thomas  McCollocta  .. 

Denis  O'Brien 

Henry  Long 


Jan.  8.  Patten , 

J.  Hippie 

(Charles  Rinehart. . 
John  Hocklander  . 

J.  L.  Arnold 

S.  H.  Hocklander. 

Sol.  R.  Shipe , 

John  B.  Miller.... 
Isaac  Milliken.... 

Jacob  Piper 

C.  Coblens 

...do 


$19  00 
19  00 
19  00 
12  00 
19  00 
1-2  00 
12  00 
15  00 
12  00 
12  (N) 
12  00 
12  00 
12  00 
12  00 
12  00 
19  00 
12  00 
12  0() 
12  00 
12  00 
12  00 
12  W) 
12  00 
12  00 
12  00 
12  00 
12  00 
12  00 

9  00 
12  00 
19  00 
12  00 
12  00 
12  UO 

9  00 

9  00 
-  12  00 

9  00 

12  00 
9  00 

13  00 
9  00 
9  00 
9  00 
9  00 

10  00 
iO  00 
9  00 
9  00 
9  00 
9  00 
19  00 
12  00 


SI 


f  1,740  00 
1,884  00 
2,076  00 
1,697  00 
1,744  00 
1,740  00 


1,815  00 

708  00 

9,179  00 


1,839  00 

1,728  00 

2,640  00 

9,132  00 

696  00 

1,464  00 

1,704  00 

1,800  00 

1,812  00 

1,692  00 

1,464  «• 

2, 148  00 

1,728  00 

360  00 

360  00 

360  00 

1,968  00 

1,611  00 

1,824  00 

l,b24  00 

1,764  00 

1,3H3  20 

2,052  00 

1,242  00 

1,314  00 

1,380  00 

1,233  00 

360  00 

1,5»3  00 

1,665  00 

261  00 

261  00 

234  00 

9dl  00 

990  00 

370  00 

925  00 

934  00 

925  00 

916  00 


967  00 
94  90 

103  80 
81  35 
87  20 
67  00 


90  75 
35  40 
108  60 


91  60 
86  40 
139  00 

106  60 
.^t  80 
73  20 

85  20 
90  00 

90  60 
84  60 
73  20 

107  40 

86  40 
18  00 
18  00 
18  00 
98  40 
80  55 

91  20 
91  20 
88  90 
69  16 

102  60 
62  10 
65  70 
69  00 
61  65 
16  00 
79  65 
83  25 
13  05 
13  05 
11  70 

13  05 

14  50 
18  .'M 
11  95 
11  70 
11  25 
10  80 


October  1. 
October  17. 


October  31. 


October  31. 


Sept.       98. 
October   1. 


Sept.       99. 


Sept.       30. 


Octob< 

•r    1. 

Discharged 

Sept. 

29. 

S^pt. 

93. 

Sept. 

19. 

Sept. 

9i. 

Sept. 

92. 

Sept. 

30. 

Sept. 

19. 

Sept. 

90. 

Sept. 

19. 

Sept. 

19. 

3,060  81 
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B  B. 


Lut  of  vettd*  chartered  for  the  McClellan  expedition. 


I 

•8 


1869. 

Feb.    S8 

36 

26 

26 

96 

96 

96 

95 

25 

97 

27 

28 

March  1 

1 

3 

4 

5 

5 

5 

6 

5 

7 

7 

7 

7 

8 

8 

10 

10 

10 

10 

11 
11 

15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
15 
17 
17 
18 
8 


Description  and  name  of 
veMel. 


Owmeror  captain's  nam 


Schr. 
Schr. 
8chr. 
flchr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
i«chr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 
Schr. 


Isle  of  Pines.     ... 

Saratoga     

Lydia  Ann . . 

i^afipian  — 

Suwassett 

Benj.  Builer 

Willard  P.  PhiHips. 

RedEa«le 

E.  W.  Benton     .  . 
.Ada  Ames  ....... 

Ellen 

W.  L  Dayton  .... 
Maria  Jane  .     .     . 

A.  J.  Bird     

Wra.  Phillips 

Alexander  Law... 

Eclipse        

Thomas  Pa^ 

Montezuma 

Samuel  Eddy 

Moonlight .. 

John  Wilson*  . . . . 

Fair  Wind  

A.  R.  Whetmore.. 

W  H.  Ruian 

Henry  Finch 

Sea  Nyntph 

Moderator 

Asa  Eldridge. 

M.C.  Durfee 

^u<quehanna  

William  Spear 

We<M  Wind 

Daniel  Hrown 

White  Cloud 

S.E.Jones 

Mary  Ann 

Louisa  Reeves  . . . 

Batavia     

Herschel 

Fr^montt  

Free  Wind 

Priscillaf 

8.  H.  P«K)let 

John  Farnum 


Total. 


Thomas  E.  Friend   . . . 

John  W.  Adams 

John  M.  Weaver 

Raymond  Porter 

Isaac  Soper 

John  P.  Husby 

Samuel  R.  Smith 

W.  B.  Brown 

E  Taylor 

A.  ('.  Ames 

Harvy  D.  Leland 

Somers  Hand   

Isaac  A.  Lay 

James  H.  French 

William  H.  Mount.... 

Henry  T   Wood 

John  J.  Cook 

George  W.  France. ... 

11.  C.  Wyman  

We.«ley  Patton 

George  M  Stutes 

Henry  J.  Mills 

Bevan.  Phillips  k.  Co.. 

Mills  Edward:! 

John  W.  Sprague 

Henry  Davy 

Lemuel  H.  Conly 

A.  S.  Setts 

Owen  Prouott 

W. Bears...    

W.  .Applegarth 

do 

Charles  Burnett 

Henry  Heald 

Amos  C  LeavitU  ..  .. 

Fountain  Jones 

Charles  Haley 

John  A. Jones 

C.J.Ward 

J.  H.  Birdsale 

John  Spaulding 

E  R.  Jones 

W.  Applegarth    


Gideon  Hall . 


199 
144 
16-2 
1631 
19:i 
184 
198 
3.50 
183 
246 
165 
1S5 
219 
179 
208 
210 
269 
160 
136 
276 
260 
67 
113 
2-29 
171 
280 
192 
217 
128 
260 
77 
97 
247 
294 
153 
198 
137 
163 
164 
297 


168 


S.S 

as 


$4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 


4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 
4  00 


4  00 


4  00 


S.5 


$796  00 
575  00 
648  00 
650  00 
772  00 
73S  00 
':9-2  00 

1,000  00 
732  00 
984  00 
660  00 
540  00 
876  00 
716  00 
832  00 
840  00 
960  00 
640  00 
544  00 

1,104  00 

1,040  00 


452  00 
916  00 
684  00 

1,120  00 
768  00 
868  00 
513  00 

1,040  00 
308  00 
388  00 
988  00 

1,065  00 
600  00 
750  00 
500  00 
600  00 
615  00 

1,100  00 


679  00 


916  00 


I* 

s 

< 


$5,268  00 
.3,910  00 
1,836  00 
.5,091  60 
2, 161  60 
5,127  60 
2,496  20 
2,860  00 
2,820  00 
2,755  00 
4,076  00 
1,530  00 
6,900  00 
5,538  00 
832  00 
2,212  00 
6,620  00 
1,728  00 
2,829  80 
7,139  20 

10,688  40 


904  00 
916  00 
2,724  00 
2,986  60 
4,812  80 
4,340  00 
3,500  00 
1,040  00 


3,952  00 
2,343  00 
1,340  00 
1,825  00 
1,816  60 
1,460  00 
3,955  00 
6,413  00 


679  00 


6,717  20 


11^ 

1-8  S 

O  B  •« 

< 


$263  40 
195  50 

91  80 
254  58 
108  08 
956  38 
124  81 
143  00 
141  00 
137  75 
203  80 

76  50 
346  00 
276  80 

41  60 
no  60 
331  00 

86  40 
141  49 
356  96 
534  42 


45  20 
45  80 
196  90 
149  33 
240  64 
217  00 
125  00 
52  00 


197  60 
117  15 
67  00 
91  25 
90  83 
73  00 
97  75 
330  65 


33  60 


335  86 


6,757  83 


*  One  trip,  wood  to  Fortreaa  Monroe. 


t  One  trip  to  Foruesa  Monroe. 


300  TESTIMONY. 

Last  of  vessels  chartered  for  the  McClcllan  expedition — Continued. 


1 
Date  of  charter. 

Name  and  detcripuon  of  vessel. 

Owner  or  capuin's  name. 

2 

■ 

Amount  received 
on  charter. 

lis 

Ms 

•< 

1863. 
Fftb.     36 

Barge  Captain  F.  S.  Boas 

BarKe  Olive  Branch 

Charles  Deem 

#10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 

10  00 

10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
60  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 

$1,297  00 

2,390  00 

750  00 

"*9,'oe6  66 

2,090  00 

^1  S 
119  50 

86 

26 

Barge  Samuel  Davis 

Barse  Lady        •.. 

'I'hoinas  Rourke 

37  50 

96 

John  Elaser 

L.  Britton 

William  Mvers 

36 

Barge  M.  Dallman 

96 

Barge  p.  Dutchman... 

103  00 

26 

Barve  Williiira . 

William  Gillen 

104  50 

36 

Barge  Thomas  Maloney 

Barge  Henry  Bartley 

Michael  Fitspatrick 

36 

Thomas  McBride 

290  66 
2.390  00 
900  00 
170  00 
9,140  00 
9,110  00 
1,500  00 

9,340  00 

660  00 
1,980  00 
1,200  00 
9,020  00 
1,840  00 
9,000  00 
9,140  00 

180  00 
1,180  00 
1,:96  00 
4,900  00 
1,9H0  00 

060  00 

11  00 

26 

Barge  Kate  Sailor 

Barge  Supply 

Michael  Kerkeclager 

119  50 

March    3 

William  Curry 

45  00 

3 

Owen  Brady 

..     do        

8  50 

3 

Barge  Mary  Ann        

Barge  Union u 

Barges.  Uraig 

Barge  W.  T.  Anderson 

Baige  Broad  Mountain 

Barge  Patrick  Naulty ......... 

107  00 

3 

i*aniel  Call 

105  50 

3 
3 
3 

William  F.  Hare,capuin  ;  Jno. 
8.  Hammond,  owner. 

Jno. 8-  Hammond, owner;  Pat- 
rick Maginnis,  captain. 

James  Carr 

75  00 
117  00 
33  00 

3 

(Jeorge  Nabur. ,. . . 

64  00 

3 

Barge  Peter  Clinton 

Barge  Western  Star.. 

George  A.  Teribill 

60  00 

3 

.lohn  Moore 

101  00 

3 

Barge  M.  L.  Uawson 

Thomas  Jackson 

93  00 

3 

Bante  Charles  Miller 

Phillip  Reilly 

100  00 

3 

Barge  M.  Duffy 

P  Duffy  

J.  K.  liundore 

Patrick  Turns 

107  00 

3 

Barge  T.  C.  Zulick 

9  00 

3 

Barge  Or-  Shannon  .... ...... 

59  00 

3 

Barge  Catherine  Hays 

Barge  Delaware 

William  Whalen 

86  30 

4 

W.  H.  Bolton         

910  00 

8 

Barge  Metropolis    

Jacob  J^hurts 

63  00 

8 
13 

Barge  Princetown 

Barge  Helen  Brown 

do 

W.  H.  Oler 

33  00 

Total 

9.031  65 

TESTIMONY. 
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CC. 
List  of  steamers  chartered. 


Name  of  steamer. 


1803. 
Pcb.     3i 

36 
36 
36 
36 
S6 
36 
86 
36 
36 
86 
36 
36 
March  7 
13 
16 


Baltimore 

Ctcil 

Kont*.   .. 

I'ioneer 

WiUon  Small* 

Port«>moutb 

Juiiiaita 

Pacific 

Tuic  Ajaz  

Georgia 

Columbia  

flHHWfll 

Kairy  dueon 

Tug  Pilot     

Tug  Patapsco 

Tug  Jos.  Baker 

TuK  Edwin  Forrest  . 
Major  Brewerton  . . . 


I 


Total . 


Name  of  owner  or  company. 


Friend,  RicKetts  &  Co  . . 

VV.  T.  Kice     

S  J.  Pentz  &  Co  

do 

Smith       

J.  Tome,  president    . . . . 

...  do 

do  

John  H<»nd<^r8on 

M.  N  Falh,  president  . . 

Dr.  Wm.  Gunton 

A.C.Hall 

do    

Joseph  Baker 

A.C  Hall 

J.  H.  Barton 

A.C.Hall 

Mayor  and  city  council  . 


9310  00 


50  00 
*65'66 


!l 


$53,500  00 

9.680  OU 

18.000  00 

18.01)0  00 

16,500  00 

t3,»'00  OU 

t.«,03)  00 

I,5<I0  00 

13.330  00 

31.000  00 

69,000  00 

1,440  00 

1,300  00 

1,500  00 

18,895  00 

13,805  00 


II.: 

Hi 

S  o  « 


a9,R35  00 

484  00 

900  00 

90O  00 

835  00 

3<i0  00 

3,333  00 

75  00 

666  00 

1,050  00 

3,450  00 

73  00 

60  00 

75  00 

614  75 

640  35 


16,060  00 


*  Discharged. 


t  Commission  at  10  per  cent. 


D  D. 

List  of  vessels  chartered. 


Date  of 
cbaiter. 

Description  and  name  or 
vessel. 

Owner  or  captain's  name. 

Henry  U.  Boyer 

G.  Q.  Brokaw 

Rale  of  pay 
per  day. 

Am'l  paid  on 
charier. 

AmH  rec'd  on 
cominis'n  at 
five  per  cent. 

1863. 
March  37 
39 

Iowa barge.. 

WinekcKip .do.... 

SamuHl  Wooley....do.... 
Vera  Ci  uz . , do . . . 

$13  00 
13  00 
U  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  1)0 
18  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 
18  00 
13  00 
18  00 
13  00 
13  00 
13  00 

93,113  00 
1,008  00 
3,3-20  00 
1,U3U  Ot) 
1,836  00 
3,196  00 
1,573  00 
l,5tW00 
3,436  00 
3, 193  OU 
3,196  00 
1,0.')6  00 
8,436  00 
3,184  00 
3,508  00 
3.030  00 
3,100  00 
3,136  00 
1,440  00 

9105  60 
50  40 

89 

111  00 

April      1 

Andrew  Byrnes 

51  00 

Little  Sailie do.... 

Planet do.... 

Nevada do.... 

J.  Monogue 

91  80 

1 

Michael  Gary  

109  80 

1 

John  Mathews 

78  60 

1 

Young  Henry do.... 

Mary  Connolly  — do.... 
Tom  O'Neal    ....  do.... 

James  Tonar do.... 

Niagara do.... 

Agnes  Gibson  ....  do ... . 

J.M.  Riplier do.... 

(;ape  May do.... 

A  C.  Page do  ... 

Andrew  Buckley  ..do.... 

Uphamia     do.... 

Nightingale do.... 

Total 

John  Fai  rell 

75  00 

1 
1 

Michael  Connolly .. 

William  Fox 

131  80 
^    109  60 

3 

John  Powell 

109  80 

s 

Charles  Willoner 

53  80 

3 

Lawrence  Leary  .... ...... 

131  80 

3 
5 

7 

Richard  <  onnolly 

Charles  Cantner 

W.  s.  Bachman.   

109  80 
185  40 
101  00 

7 
7 

William  Buckley 

Denis  Buckley 

105  00 

106  80 

Michael  Deegan 

73  00 

1,808  40 
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TESTIMONY. 


Last  of  vessels  chartered  for  the  McClellan  expedition — ContiDued. 


Date  of  charter. 

Name  and  dercription  of  vessel. 

Owner  or  capuin's  name. 

1 

1 

Amount  received 
on  charter. 

ill 

g  o  « 

•< 

1863. 
Feb.     36 

Barge  Captain  F.  S.  Boas 

Barge  Olive  Branch 

Charles  Deem 

$10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 

10  00 

10  00 

$1,927  00 

9,390  00 

750  00 

•61  S 
119  50 

96 

Abraham  Hollman  

26 

Barge  Samuel  Davis 

Barge  Lady        

Thomas  Rourke 

37  5> 

36 

John  Elaser 

L.  Britton 

William  Mvers 

36 

Barge  M.  Dallman 

96 

Banre  F.  Dutchman  ..   ...... 

9,060  00 
9,090  00 

103  00 

96 

Barge  Willi:ira . 

William  Gillen 

Michael  Fitspatrick 

104  50 

96 

Barge  Thomas  Maloney 

Barge  Henry  Bartley 

96 

Thomas  Mc Bride 

Michael  Kerkeslager 

William  Curry 

390  00 
9.390  00 
900  00 
170  00 
9,140  00 
9,110  00 
1,500  00 

2,340  00 

660  00 
1,980  00 
1,900  00 
9,090  00 
1,840  00 
9,000  00 
9,140  00 

180  00 
1,180  00 
1,^96  00 
4,900  00 
1,960  00 

060  00 

11  00 

96 
Match    3 

Barge  Kate  Sailor 

Barge  Supply 

Barge  Owen  Gorman 

119  50 
45  00 

3 

Owen  Brady  ..     .              

do 

8  50 

3 

Barge  Mary  Ann        

Barge  Union u 

Barges.  Urnig 

Barge  W.  T.  Anderson 

Baige  Broad  Mountain 

Barge  Patrick  Naulty 

107  00 

3 

l*aniel  Gall 

106  50 

3 
3 
3 

William  F.  Hare,capuin  ;  Jno. 
8-  Hammond,  owner. 

Jno.  8.  Hammond,  owner ;  Pat- 
rick Maginnifl,  captain. 

James  Carr 

75  00 
117  00 
33  00 

3 

( teorge  Nahur 

10  00 
10  00 

64  00 

3 

Barge  Peter  Clinton 

Barge  Western  Star....   .... 

George  A.  Teribill 

60  00 

3 

.'ohn  Moore 

10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
60  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 

101  00 

3 

Barge  M.  L.  Dawson 

Thomas  Jackson 

9i  00 

3 

Barge  Charles  Miller 

PhilliD  Reillv 

100  00 

3 

Barge  M.  Duffy 

PDu^/.^  .... :::::::..;. 

J.  K.  liundore 

Patrick  Turns 

107  00 

3 

Barge  T.  C.  Zulick 

9  00 

3 

Barge  Or-  Shannon 

59  00 

3 

Barge  Catherine  Hays 

Barge  Delaware 

William  Whalen 

86  30 

4 

W.  H.  Bolton         

910  00 

8 

Barge  Metropolis    

Jacob  shurts 

63  00 

6 
19 

Barge  Princetown 

Barge  Helen  Brown ...•• 

do 

W.  H.  Oler 

33  00 

Total 

••••    ..... 

2.091  65 

TK8TIM0NY. 
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cc. 

Li»t  of  steatner*  chartered. 


1 

o 

Nameofiteanier. 

Name  of  owner  or  company. 

1 

S 

OS 

c  ^ 

< 

If. 

S  o  « 

< 

1863. 
P«b.     9't 

Baltimore 

Priend,  Ricketts  &  Co 

W.  T.  Rice     

^53,500  00 
9.680  OU 
18.000  00 
18,01)0  00 
16,500  00 
t3,rOO  OO 

t.rj,}j»  00 

1.500  00 

13.330  00 

21,000  00 

69,000  00 

1,440  00 

1,300  00 

1,500  00 

13,395  00 

12,805  00 

$9,625  00 
484  00 

26 

C»cil 

96 

Kent*. 

rioneer 

8  J.  P«ints  8t  Co 

900  00 

96 

do 

900  00 

96 

Wilson  Small* 

J.  Tome,  pi esident    

«310  00 

825  00 

26 

Puruimoutb 

Juiiiaita 

Pncific 

3<i0  00 

36 

...  do 

3,323  00 
75  00 

96 

do                 

96 

Tu«  A jaz 

John  H<^nd'^rson 

666  00 

96 

Georgia 

Columbia 

HjwwHI 

Kairy  dueon 

Tug  Pilot     • 

M.  N  Fail'i.  nresident    .... 

1,050  00 

96 

Dr.  Wm.  Guiiion 

3,450  00 
73  00 

96 

A.  C.  Hall 

96 
March    7 

do    

Jojeph  Baker 

50  00 

60  00 
75  00 

19 

Tug  Patapsco 

A.  C  Hall 

614  75 

16 

Tug  Jos.  Baker 

Tug  Edwin  Forrest 

Major  Brewerton 

Total 

J.  H.  Barton 

65  00 

640  95 

A.C.Hall 

Mayor  and  city  council  .... 

16,060  00 

*  Discharged. 

t 

Commission  i 

It  10  per  cent. 

D  D. 

Li»t  of  vetseh  chartered. 


Date  of 
chatter. 

Description  and  name  of 
vessel. 

Owner  or  captain's  name. 
Henry  U.  Boyer 

Rate  of  pay 
per  day. 

Ami  paid  on 
charier. 

Ami  rec'd  on 
conimis'n  at 
five  per  cent. 

1869. 
March  97 

Iowa 

WinekcKip 

Samuel  Wooley.. 

VeraCiuz 

Little  Sallie 

Planet    

Nevada 

barge  . . 

..do.... 

..do.... 

..do... 

..do.... 

..do.... 

..do.... 

..do.... 

..do.... 

.  do.... 

..do.... 

..do.... 

.  do.... 

..do.... 

..do.... 

..do  ... 

$12  00 
13  00 
I'iQO 
12  00 
12  00 
12  00 
12  00 
12  00 
12  00 
12  00 

12  00 

13  00 
13  00 
19  00 
19  00 
13  00 
19  00 
19  00 
19  0<l 

$•2,119  00 
1,008  00 
2,2-20  00 
1,030  Oi) 
1,836  00 
9,196  00 
1,579  00 
1,590  00 
9,436  00 
9,193  00 
9,196  00 
U056  00 
9,436  00 
3,184  00 
9,508  00 
9.030  00 
9,100  00 
9,136  00 
1,440  00 

$105  60 
50  40 

99 

0.  Q.  Brokaw 

99 

Hi  00 

April      1 

Andrew  Byrnes 

51  00 

J.  Monogue 

91  80 

1 

Michael  Gary  

109  80 

1 

John  Mathews 

78  60 

1 

Young  Henry  ... 
Mary  Connolly  .. 
Tom  O'Neal    ... 
James  Tonar  . . . 

Niagara 

Agnes  Gibson  ... 
J.M.  Riplier  .... 

(^apeMay 

A  C.  Page 

John  Fatrell 

75  00 

1 
1 

Michael  Connolly .. 

William  Fox 

191  80 
^    109  60 

9 

John  Powell 

109  80 

9 

Charles  Willoner 

59  80 

3 

Lawrence  Leary 

1^1  80 

3 
5 

Richard  <  onnolly 

Charles  Cantner.   ......'... 

109  90 
195  40 

7 

W.  rt.  Bachman.   

101  00 

7 
7 

Andrew  Buckley 

Upbamia     

NighUngaJe  .... 

Toul 

..do.... 
..do.... 
..do.... 

William  Buckley 

Denis  Buckley 

105  00 

106  80 

Michael  Deegan 

79  00 

1,808  40 

J 
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TESTIMONY. 


List  of  vessels  chartered,  per  orders  of  Colonel  i>.  C.  McCullum. 


1 

2 

• 

Owners  or  captain's 

•1. 
II 

is 

uni  received 
commission 
3  per  cent. 

'J 

vensei. 

name. 

i 

« 

oM 

w 
1^ 

-A 

V 

e 
c 

i^i 

1 

lis 

|l 

Q 

H 

a 

< 

$4,955  00 
6,724  40 

< 

as 

1862. 
Mar.  i« 

Ella sc 

hooner. 
do.. 

Chas.  H.  Marston, 
0.  II.  Ha«leton... 

captain. 

212 
247 

^795  00 
950  00 

$247  75 
336  22 

$3  73 

18 

James  Jones 

3d4| 

91 

Norman 

.do... 

B.  Atwoo<l,  jr.... 

.'  do'.'.'.'. 

220 

88U  00 

3,784  00 

189  30 

400 

21 

Minnehaha 

.do.... 

John  H.  Young  .. 

.  do  . 

140 

560  m 

1,637  40 

81   87 

400 

21 

Mary  Brewer  .  .. 

do.... 

J.B.Wood 

..do.... 

115 

460  00 

3,174  00 

1.58  70 

400 

25 

C.  Nickel  son 

.do.... 

Cyrus  Nicker&on. 

..do  .. 

229 

916  00 

2.733  30 

136  64 

400 

25 

E.  Doane 

brig ... 

G(>o.  H  Loring. .. 

.  do.... 

187 

748  00 

2,118  00 

105  90 

4  00 

25 

Geo.  W.  Ulover,  schooner. 

Winslow  Thomas. 

..do.  .. 

116 

468  00 

1.082  60 

M  13 

4  03 

25 

Algomar 

.do... 

William  Hayes... 

..do.... 

12.5 

5(i0  00 

1,033  20 

51  66 

4  00 

24 

Israel  H.  Day 

do... 

Davis  Cha.ne 

..do.... 

25:j 

9i6  00 

.\bf*9  60 

279  48 

362 

24 

J.  H.  Burneu..... 

.do.-,.. 

DanM  Ireland    . . . 

.  do  . . 

192 

768  00 

4, 772  0<> 

238  60 

4  00 

26 

Davison 

do  .. 

Chas.  Jackson  .  .. 

..do  ... 

94 

376  00 

1,052  00 

52  60 

400 

26 

W.  H.  Mailler  .... 

.do.... 

8«nh  C.  Arey.   ... 

.do.... 

191 

764  00 

1,349  00 

67  45 

4  00 

26 

Vincent  Barkelew. 

.do  .. 

Clark  Burdick  ... 

..do  .. 

W 

336  00 

1,097  60 

64  68 

4  00 

27 

Rich '4  A.Wood... 

.do.... 

J.  B.  Cranmer.... 

do..,. 

298 

1,100  00 

6, 196  60 

309  8:{ 

369 

27 

LucyUlinch 

Benj.  L.  Berry.... 

.do  .. 

Aiden  U.  .Adams  . 

.  do.... 

204 

816  00 

4,871  40 

243  57 

400 

27 

.do.... 

Geo.  li.  Weaver.. 

..do.... 

19U 

760  00 

4,28-2  20 

214  11 

4  00 

27 

S.  D.  Hart 

.do  ... 

Isaac  Wall 

..do.... 

165 

660  00 

3,984  0*) 

199  20 

400 

28 

George  and  Emily. 

.do.... 

S.  S.  Harris 

..do  .. 

130 

520  00 

3,929  30 

146  46 

4  00 

29 

Lucy  Alexander. 

.do 

E  K.  Alexander  . 

..do.... 

145 

580  00 

.3,8a5  40 

191  77 

4  00 

Apr.  25 
26 
23 

S.  L.  Simmons  ... 

do  .. 

Lewis  Gandy 

.  do... 

Qri:i 

892  00 

1,385  00 

69  35 

4  00 

Malabar...  , 

.do  .. 
.do.... 

MarkWiloh 

Chas  F.  Hamilton 

..do.... 
..do.... 

127 
129 

5U8  00 
516  00 

1,354  60 
1,240  00 

67  73 
62  00 

4  00 

Ellen  Merryman . . 

400 

28 

Bengal 

.do... 

B.  A.  Pillsbury... 

..do.... 

103 

413  00 

1,277  00 

63  85 

400 

29 
29 

Mary  and  Elizabeih .do .... 
Young  America.... do.... 

Leonard  W.  Read 
J.andU.H.Post.. 

..do  . 
owners. 

190 
142 

760  00 
56«00 

1,900  00 
927  80 

95  00 
46  39 

4  00 
400 

M..    . 

Pennsylvania 

.do  .. 

H.  N.  West 

captain . 

143 

572  00 

2,601  00 

130  05 

4  00 

E.  D.  McOlenahan 

.do.... 

Zebulon  Mitchell. 

114 

456  00 

2,024  -25 

101  21 

4  00 

2 

John  Forsyth  .... 

do... 

J.  D.  Apph'gate  .. 

.'.'do!'.!; 

247 

988  00 

4,706  00 

235  30 

4  00 

4 

Emma  Amelia. .. 

do  .. 

A.  E.  Harding 

.do... 

250  il.OOO  00 

5.837  40 

291  87 

4  00 

5 

Mohawk 

.do  ... 

Henry  Giles 

..do... 

141 

564  00 

2,746  20 

137  31 

4  00 

5 

E.  W.  Karrington. 

.do... 

James  Kobinson .. 

..do... 

211 

844  00 

3,685  00 

184  23 

4  OO 

6 

Belle  of  <;ape  Ann 
John  Tilton 

.do... 

W.  H.Greene.  .. 

..do.... 

100 

400  00 

919  80 

4>  99 

4  00 

6 

.do.... 

J.  8.  Lawrence. .. 

.  do.,,. 

160 

640  00 

1,173  20 

58  66 

4  00 

6 

Luther  Childs .... 

do.... 

Charles  Kelly  ... 

.  do  .. 

168 

672  00 

1,213  00 

60  65 

IS 

g 

A.  S.  Bells 

do  . . 

P.  K.  Harwood... 

..do.... 

118 

4T2  00 

2,249  60 

112  48 

4  00 

9 

Mountain  Avenue 

.do.... 

F.G.Kelly 

..do..,. 

174 

696  00 

2,261  60 

113  08 

400 

12 

Geo.  W.  Grice  . .. 

.do  ... 

John  Palmer 

..do.... 

118 

472  00 

2,489  40 

124  47 

4  00 

12 
2U 

ITiirlinC       ......... 

.do  ... 
.do.... 

F.  T.  Crowell.... 
Wm.  C.  Harris... 

..do.... 
..do.... 

100 
23.0 

4IK)  00 
920  00 

1.013  00 
3,831  80 

SO  65 
191  ,'>9 

4  00 

Southerner  

400 

21 

I^vnhfwtn 

.do.... 

Zenas  Treworgy  . 

..do... 

265 

1,060  00 

2,120  00 

106  00 

400 

33  !  AiPT.  l.tLW 

.do.... 

Henry  T.  Wood.. 

..do,... 

211 

844  00 

•^'^SI 

192  71 

4  00 

Jane  9 
10 

Hamor 

Geo.  W. Glover.. 

.do.... 
.do.... 

..do... 
..do 

120 
116 

480  00 
464  00 

383  00 
1,948  60 

19  15 
97  43 

4  00 

W.  Thomas 

400 

10 

Wm.  Gregory 

Juiiintia  Patton... 

.do.... 

Horace  Buckley.. 

.  do.. 

149 

596  00 

2,682  00 

134  10 

4  00 

10 

.do... 

E.  Parker    

..do.... 

261 

1,044  CO 

3,871  40 

193  57 

4  00 

10 
10 
13 
25 
16 
36 

W.  L.  Dayton.... 
Harriet  Baker.... 
Jas.  [{.Moore  .... 
Stephen  8.  Lee.. 
Julia  Smith     .... 

.do.... 
.do... 
.do... 
.do.... 
.do  ... 
.do  ... 

SoroersHand 

..do... 

135 
150 
280 
235 
182 
2-23 

540  00 
600  00 
1,120  00 
940  00 
728  00 
892  00 

3,469  IK) 
.1,000  00 
4,032  00 
3,008  00 
3,276  00 
3, 181  40 

133  45 
150  00 
201  60 
150  40 
163  80 
159  07 

400 
400 

Wm.IngersolV  .'.*.' 

John  Orlando... . 
Dan'lCunnell.... 

.,'do..,. 

.'.do!!!! 
..do.... 

400 
400 
400 

^  uim  LJiiiiiitA  .    .  .  .  • 

Frances. .....   .  • 

400 

Aug.  22 

Joseph  Uolmea  . . 

.do.... 

B.F.  Holmes  .... 

..do.... 

221 

884  00 


1,655  00 

82  79 

4  00 

7,375  89 

1  otai ...••.  ....  .••> 

i 
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[The  following  letter  and  accompanying  document  were  received  from  Mr. 
Watson,  subsequent  to  his  giving  the  previous  testimony:] 

War  Department, 
Washington  City,  February  3,  1863. 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  your  request,  Colonel  James  Belger,  United  States 

Quartermaster  at  Baltimore,  Maryland,  was,  directed  to  furnish  infoimation  in 
etail  with  reference  to  the  vessels  chartered,  employed  and  repaired  under  his 
direction  during  the  past  year.  He  has  forwarded  the  enclosed  reports,  which  I 
am  directed  by  the  Secretary  of  War  to  transmit  to  you.  Some  further  points 
of  inquiry,  not  embraced  in  these  reports,  have  been  called  to  Colonel  Belger 's 
attention,  and  the  additional  information  required  will  be  communicated  to  you 
as  soon  as  it  is  received. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  H.  WATSON. 
Hon.  Jai^es  Grimes, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington, 
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War  Department, 
Washington  City,  D.  C,  February  9,  1863. 
Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  the  additional  report  of  Colonel 
James  Belger,  Quartermaster  at  Baltimore,  called  for  by  you,  of  vessels  repaired 
at  Baltimore,  Maryland,  under  his  direction,  embracing  the  dates  of  such  re- 
pairs, names  of  vessels  repaired,  names  of  persons  by  whom  repaired,  dates  of 
payment,  names  of  persons  by  whose  order  or  request  repaired,  and  cost  of  re- 
pairs. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  H.  WATSON, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  War. 
Hon.  James  W.  Grimes, 

Chairman  of  Select  Committee^  ifc. 
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Washington,  Saturday^  January  24,  1863. 
John  Tuokbr,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows  ; 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State,  if  you  please,  when  yon  began  to  act  as  the  agent 
of  the  government  in  procuring  transport  ships  ;  in  what  capacity  yon 
have  acted  ;  by  what  authority  ;  where  you  have  chartered  ;  of  whom 
you  have  chartered  ;  for  what  time  ;  on  what  terms  ;  through  what 
agents  you  have  acted  ;  the  names  of  the  vessels  chartered,  and  the 
date  at  which  they  were  discharged,  as  far  as  you  can. 


Tuesday,  January  27,  1863. 

John  Tucker  reappeared  and  testified  as  follows,  in  answer  to  the 
interrogatory  above,  and  further  interrogatories  propounded  by  the 
chairman : 

Answer.  Immediately  after  the  riots  in  Baltimore  in  April,  1861, 
the  Secretary  of  War  sent  three  urgent  notes  to  me  asking  me  to  pro- 
ceed forthwith  to  Washington.  I  arrived  on  Friday  of  the  following 
week,  when  he  stated  he  wished  to  avail  of  my  experience  to  aid  the 
government  in  the  transportation  of  troops  and  stores  to  Washington. 
He  gave  me  written  authority  (a  copy  of  which  is  on  file  in  the  quar- 
termaster general's  department)  to  charter  transports  and  to  arrange 
transportation  by  land.  I  entered  immediately  on  the  duty,  and  soon 
found  that  while  communication  between  Washington  and  the  north 
had  been  interrupted,  many  patriotic  bodies  had  despatched  large 
numbers  of  transports  from  various  places  laden  with  stores,  &c. 
Many  of  these  were  soon  after  discharged  through  my  recommenda- 
tion, while  others  (after  consultation  with  various  quartermasters) 
were  retained  in  service  at  reduced  rates. 

After  this  my  duties  were  light  until  I  was  asked  to  aid  General 
Burnside  in  obtaining  transports  and  expediting  their  departure,  but 
not  until  he  had  devoted  many  weeks  to  it,  and,  of  course,  I  acted 
under  his  directions. 

When  a  change  was  made  in  the  head  of  the  War  Department, 
about  one  year  ago,  the  present  Secretary  of  War  asked  me  to  act  as 
assistant,  to  which  I  reluctantly  assented,  and  have  so  continued  to 
act  until  the  21st  instant,  when  the  office  terminated. 

Shortly  after  I  was  installed  in  this  office  I  was  directed  to  aid  the 
quartermaster's  department  in  procuring  the  transports  for  General 
McClellan's  expedition.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  copy  of  the  report  I 
made  on  the  5th  April,  1862,  which  gives  full  accounts  of  that  expe- 
dition. This  is  the  only  regular  written  report  I  had  occasion  to 
make. 

When  the  vessels  were  chartered  the  proper  number  of  copies  of  the 
charter-parties  were  immediately  sent  to  the  quartermaster  general, 
and  his  office  became  the  place  of  record.  As  the  transports  were  to 
be  discharged  by  the  quartermaster's  department,  as  soon  as  the  ser- 
vices required  had  been  rendered,  and  as  they  were  to  be  paid  by  the 
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same  department,  I  had  do  occasion  for  a  record  and  kept  none.  All 
such  information  can  be  furnished  by  that  department.  It  is  impos- 
sible for  me,  without  reference  to  the  records  of  that  department,  to 
state  from  memory,  which  would  be  very  imperfect,  of  whom  the  ves- 
sels were  chartered,  for  what  time,  on  what  terms,  the  names  of  the 
vessels,  or  when  they  were  discharged.  Vessels  were  chartered  from 
owners  in  all  the  principal  cities  from  Portland  to  Baltimore.  I 
hand  herewith  a  report  of  the  quartermaster  general,  dated  March  24, 
1862,  which  shows  the  vessels  chartered  for  that  department  from 
April  1,  1861,  to  that  date,  which,  I  presume,  includes  all  the  trans- 
ports chartered  by  me  while  acting  as  transportation  agent,  as  it  in- 
cludes a  period  beginning  sometime  before  I  commenced  acting  in  that 
capacity  and  for  two  months  after  I  had  ceased  to  be  such  agent. 
Since  March,  1862,  I  have  not  signed  any  charter-parties,  and  it 
would  be  difficult  to  distinguish  those  which  were  made  with  my 
knowledge  from  others. 

I  availed  ot  the  assistance  of  Mr.  M.  J.  Buckley,  the  shipping  su- 
perintendent of  the  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Kailroad  Company,  at 
Port  Richmond,  near  Philadelphia,  to  procure  canal  boats  and 
schooners  at  fixed  prices  and  with  the  approval  of  the  quartermaster 
at  Perry  ville.  Mr.  8.  S.  Bishop,  a  gentleman  of  large  experience  in 
the  shipping  business,  aided  in  fitting  the  transports  and  embarking 
the  horses  and  wagons  at  Perryville.  I  also  availed  of  the  practical 
knowledge  and  enlarged  experience  of  Captain  R.  F.  Loper,  of  Phila- 
delphia, particularly  for  the  examination  of  steamers  for  General 
McCIellan's  expedition.  He,  lam  informed,  has  built  more  steamers 
than  any  man  in  this  country,  and  from  his  early  youth  has  given 
his  attention  almost  exclusively  to  transportation  by  water.  I  believe 
no  steamer  which  he  examined  has  been  lost  or  met  with  any  serious 
accident  while  in  the  service  for  which  she  was  chartered.  These  are 
all  the  agencies,  if  these  can  be  termed  such,  which  occur  to  me. 

In  the  capacity  of  transportation  agent,  or  as  assistant  Secretary  of 
War,  it  has  not  been  expected  of  me  to  attend  to  the  ordinary  details 
of  the  quartermaster's  department  of  transportation.  My  chief  duties, 
in  this  connexion,  although  always  ready  to  attend  to  any  other  ser- 
vice required,  were :  Ist,  immediately  after  the  riots  in  Baltimore; 
2d,  to  assist  General  Burnside's  expedition  to  North  Carolina,  but 
not  until  he  had  devoted  many  weeks  to  it ;  3d,  to  aid  in  charter- 
ing transports  for  General  McClellan's  expedition  to  Fort  Monroe,  in 
March,  1862;  4th,  to  expedite  the  embarcation  and  return  of  General 
McClellan's  army  in  August,  1862,  with  the  least  possible  delay, 
when  again  many  transports  were  chartered ;  5th,  to  promote  the 
speedy  departure  of  General  Bank's  recent  expedition  to  New  Orleans, 
in  which  1  was  not  engaged  till  about  ten  days  before  he  left,  and 
none  of  the  transports  were  chartered  by  me. 
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Report  of  Mr,  Tucker,  Assufant  Secretary  of  War,  to  Mr.  Stanton,  Secretarf 
of  War,  relative  to  the  McCicllan  expedition^ 

War  Dbpabtmbxt, 
Washingtam  City,  JD.  C^  April  5,  1862. 

Sir  :  I  beg  permission  to  make  the  following  report  relative  to  the  transpor- 
tation of  troops,  horses,  wagons,  batteries,  and  usual  equipments,  recently  shipped 
at  this  citj,  Alexandria  and  Penyrille. 

I  was  called  to  Washington  by  telegraph  on  the  17th  January  last  by  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  War  Thomas  A.  Scott.  I  was  informed  that  Major  General 
McClellan  wished  to  see  me.  From  him  I  learned  that  he  desired  to  know  if 
transportation  in  smooth  water  could  be  obtained  to  move  at  one  time,  for  a 
short  distance,  (from  Annapolis  to  the  mouth  of  the  Rappahannock  river,)  abont 
50,000  troops,  10,000  horses,  1,000  wagons,  13  batteries  and  the  usual  equip- 
ment of  such  ^n  army.  He  frankly  stated  to  me  that  he  had  always  supposed 
such  a  movement  entirely  feasible  until  two  exj^ericnced  quartermasters  had  re- 
cently reported  it  impracticable  in  their  judgment.  A  few  days  afterwards  I 
reported  to  General  McClellan  that  I  was  entirely  confident  the  transports  could 
be  commanded,  and  stated  the  mode  by  which  his  object  could  be  accomplished. 
A  week  or  more  afterwards  I  had  the  honor  of  an  interview  with  the  President 
and  General  McClellan,  when  the  subject  was  ftirther  discussed,  and  especially 
as  to  the  time  required.  I  expressed  the  opinion  that  as  the  movement  of  the 
horses  and  wagons  would  have  to  be  made  chiefly  by  schooners  and  barge? ; 
that  as  each  schooner  would  have  to  be  properly  fitted  for  the  protection  of  the 
horses,  furnished  with  a  supply  of  water  and  forage,  and  also  each  transport  for 
the  troops  provided  with  water,  I  did  not  deem  it  prudent  to  assume  that  such 
an  expedition  could  start  within  thirty  days  from  the  time  the  order  was  given. 
The  President  and  General  McClellan  both  urgently  stated  the  vast  importance 
of  an  earlier  movement.  I  replied  that  if  favorable  winds  prevailed,  and  there 
Wfts  great  despatch  in  loading,  the  time  might  be  materially  diminished. 

On  the  14th  February  you  advertised  for  transports  of  various  descriptions, 
inviting  bids.  On  the  27th  February  I  was  informed  that  the  proposed  move- 
ment by  water  was  decided  upon.  That  evening  the  quartermaster  general  was 
informed  of  the  decision.  Directions  were  given  to  secure  the  transportation, 
and  my  assistance  was  tendered.  He  promptly  detailed  to  this  duty  two  most 
efficient  assistants  in  his  department.  Colonel  Rufus  Ingalls  was  stationed  at 
Annapolis,  where  it  was  then  proposed  to  embark  the  troops,  and  Captain  Henry 
C.  Hodges  was  directed  to  meet  me  in  Philadelphia,  to  attend  to  chartering  the 
vessels.  With  these  arrangements  I  left  Washington  on  the  28th  February. 
Aware  that  the  movement  of  horses  and  wagons  would  be  the  chief  cause  of 
delay,  I  had  previously  corresponded  with  Mr.  M.  S.  Buckley,  superintendent 
of  the  Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railroad  Company,  at  Port  Richmond,  with 
whom  I  had  been  officially  connected  for  twelve  years,  to  ascertain  how  many 
schooners  and  barges  could  be  at  once  commanded.  I  telegraphed  him  to  meet 
me  on  my  arrival.  I  knew  that  I  could  rely  on  his  good  judgment,  energy,  and 
strict  integrity  to  serve  the  government  and  myself  without  compensation  or 
profit,  direct  or  indirect.  He,  under  me,  had  been  daily  familiar  with  a  business 
requiring  transportation  by  water,  which  for  many  years  had  exceeded  the  en- 
tire foreign  tonnage  of  the  port  of  New  York.  I  requested  Mr.  Buckley  not 
only  to  give  full  notice  to  all  vessels  at  his  depot  that  the  government  required 
such  transports,  but  to  oblige  me  personally  by  visiting  the  wharves  in  Phila- 
delphia generally,  and  especially  those  of  the  Schuylkill  Navigation  Company, 
to  inform  the  owners  and  captains  of  schooners  and  barges  that  the  government 
desired  to  charter  them.  After  remaining  two  days  in  Philadelphia,  with  much 
satisfaction  in  our  progress,  Captain  Hodges  and  myself  went  to  New  York. 
All  parties  who  offered  suitable  transports  in  reply  to  your  advertisement  had 
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teen  requested  to  meet  me.  With  few  exceptions,  such  vessels  were  taken,  and 
generally  at  a  reduction  from  the  bids.  These,  however,  were  by  no  means 
sufficient.  As  much  publicity  as  possible  was  given,  without  further  resort  to 
the  newspapers,  that  the  government  was  in  the  market  to  charter  vessels.  In 
fact,  with  your  advertisement  and  our  action,  it  was  notorious.  Every  owner 
of  a  vessel  had  the  opportunity  to  deal  directly  with  the  representatives  of  the 
department.  It  was  publicly  avowed  that  the  government  preferred  this  course. 
When,  however,  a  transport  was  offered,  I  did  not  stop  to  ask  the  party  whether 
he  was  the  sole  owner,  part  owner,  or  merely  represented  the  owners.  Time 
being  such  an  important  element,  it  was  enough  for  me  to  know  (or  I  thought 
it  was)  that  the  party  had  proper  authority  to  charter,  that  the  vessel  was  suit- 
able, and  offered  at  the  fair  current  price.  To  have  refused  suitable  vessels  till 
I  could  have  ascertained  who  were  the  owners,  or  because  they  preferred  to 
'  send  an  agent  or  even  pay  a  ship-broker,  might  have  taken  weeks,  instead  of 
days,  to  have  secured  the  required  tonnage,  and  also  greatly  increased  the  cost, 
by  having  a  part  of  the  fleet  under  charter  waiting  for  the  balance.  I  am  induced 
to  make  these  remarks  in  consequence  of  the  objections  which  I  have  recently 
heard  urged  against  the  interference  of  agents  or  ship-brokers.  It  may  not  be 
fully  understood  that  in  all  great  maritime  cities  negotiations  for  the  sale,  char- 
ter, and  freighting  of  vessels  are  carried  on,  to  a  considerable  extent  at  least, 
through  ship-brokers — a  business  class  as  firmly  established  as  stock,  land, 
money,  or  merchandise- brokers.  In  New  York  they  are  well  known  as  a  class 
comprising  many  men  of  integrity  and  intelligence,  whose  services  are  not  ignored 
by  ship-owners.  In  France,  Belgium,  Prussia,  and  many  other  places,  the 
charges  for  their  services  are  regulated  by  a  legalized  tariff,  from  which  the 
broker  is  not  allowed  to  deviate.  In  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States  he  is 
paid  a  commission,  which,  in  the  absence  of  a  special  agreement  with  the  owner 
for  whom  he  is  acting,  is  regulated  by  custom  and  sanction  of  local  chambers 
of  commerce,  boards  of  trade,  &c. 

In  the  case  under  consideration,  however,  no  application  was  made  to  ship- 
brokers,  no  commission  tendered  or  asked,  and  no  preferences  shown.  The 
wants  of  the  government  were  made  public.  Every  party  interested  had  the 
opportunity  of  direct  negotiation.  The  business  was  conducted  with  entire  fair- 
ness to  the  owners  of  vessels,  and  with  fidelity  to  the  government.  I  beg  to 
hand  herewith  a  statement,  prepared  by  Captain  Hodges,  of  the  vessels  char- 
tered, which  exhibits  the  prices  paid  and  the  parties  with  whom  the  contracts 
were  made.     From  this  it  is  shown  there  were  engaged : 

113  steamers,  at  an  average  price  per  day  of 8218  10 

188  schooners,  at  an  average  price  per  day  of 24  45 

88  barges,  at  an  average  price  per  day  of 14  27 

In  thirty-seven  days  from  the  time  I  received  the  order  in  Washington  (and 
most  of  it  was  accomplished  within  thirty  days)  these  vessels  were  laden  at 
Perry ville,  Alexandria,  and  Washington,  (the  place  of  embarking  the  troops 
having  been  changed  after  all  the  transports  had  sailed,  which  caused  con^ion 
and  delay,)  with  121,500  men,  14,592  animals,  1,150  wagons,  44  batteries,  be- 
sides pontoon  bridges,  ambulances,  telegraph  materials,  and  the  immense  quan- 
tity of  equipage,  &c.,  required  for  an  army  of  such  magnitude.  The  only  loss 
of  which  I  have  heard  (and  I  am  confident  there  is  no  other)  is  eight  mules  and 
nine  barges,  which  latter  went  ashore  in  a  gale  within  a  few  miles  of  Fort 
Monroe,  the  cargoes  being  saved.  With  this  trifling  exception,  not  the  slightest 
accident  has  occurred,  to  my  knowledge. 

I  respectfully  but  confidently  submit  that,  for  economy  and  celerity  of  move- 
ment, this  expedition  is  without  parallel. 

I  remain,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  most  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  TUCKER,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War. 

Hon.  Edwin  M.  Stanton,  Secretary  of  War, 
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TESTDIOKT. 


[Lasts  fumifihed  by  Mr.  John  Tucker.] 

A. 

STEAMERS,    SIDE-WHEEL. 


No. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

6 

6 

7 

8 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
U 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
46 

46 

47 

48 

48J 

49 

50 


Name. 


Date. 


Cecil 

Columbia 

Kent 

Pioneer 

Lioness,  (with  barge)....., 
Port-mouth  .....-......-, 

Pacific,  (tug) , 

Georgia......  ....... 

W.  Small 

Juniata.... 

Atlantic  (tu?) 

Pendulum,  (tug) 

Ariel 

J.  A.  Warner .- 

Willie  Baker 

Emperor 

Argo 

Kennebec 

MHgHachuHetts  ...... ..... 

May  Queen 

Weflt  End,  (S  W.) 

J   W.Lewis 

Nantucket 

Commodore  Vanderbilt... 

Commodore 

Achilles,  (tug) 

T  B  ArrowKmith.... 

State  of  Maine 

Cannonicus 

Saturn — 

Nashoa 

Mystic... 

North  America ...... 

CaUkill 

Hero...... 

Champion,  or  Edward  Lewis. 

Flushing 

Herald,  (Uig) 

Jno.  Farrar...... ...... .... 

Bushwick 

Jenny  Lind...... , 

Knickerbocker...... ....... 

Jno.  Brooks 

Elm '  ity,  (one  charter-party) 
SSouth  America,  (one  charter- 
party) 

Donelson...... ......  ...... 

Daniel  Webster 

T   F.  Secor 

Wash.  Hunt 

W.  W.  Frazer 

Hockland 


1862. 
Feb      22 
Feb.     25 
Feb.     26 
.-..do  —  . 


..do.... 
..do.... 
..do... 


...do..-. 
...do.-.. 
...do.... 
Feb.  27 
...do.... 


March    1 
...do.-.. 

do.... 

...do..-. 


...do.-.. 
March  3 
.--.do.-.. 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


Blarch    4 
do 

.-.do.-. 


-.do— 
..do... 

-.do 

-do— 


....do  —  . 
March  5 
....do--, 


.-.do.-. 
...do.- 
...do.-. 
-  - . do . . . 
...do  — 


.do. 
.do. 
-do. 


....do... 
March  6 
.-.do-- 
....do... 


.do... 
-do... 
.do— 


....do.-, 
.-do-. 
March  7 
...do.... 


Who  signed  charter. 


N.  T.  Rice 

A.  C.  Hall 

Samuel  S.  Peotz. 
do 


W.H.Bolton 

J.  Tome,  president. 
do 


Rate  per 
diem. 


M.  N.  Falls,  president 

M.  C.  Smith 

J.  Tome,  presMent......  ...... 

J.  M.  Flannagan,  president 

do ..do . 


G   H  Huddell 

J  P.  Wetherill 

Chas.  Spear,  agent.. ... 

E    A.  Souder&Co 

McKay  &  Alders 

Jas.  T  Sanford 

A.  J.  Richardson  . .  ....... 

Jo.  T.  Marten 

Henry  A.  Sayre  .... ....  ... 

W.  Goodrich 

Davis  Chapin,  agent .......... 

D.  Drew,  president 

do 

Russel  Sturgcs...... ......  .... 

S  Talker,  pre^ident 

Wm.  Berden,  agent  RS.S  B.  Co. 
do do.. 


P  Hammond  &Co 

C.  T.  Taylor  &  Geo.  W.  Wilber. 

Gorham  T.  Low,  agent 

J.  W.  Hancox 

Isaac  Pruyn,  secretary  ....... 

J.  W.  Hancox ... 

L.  Roret  Hancox  ..... . 

Fr.  Konig,  treasurer...... 

Thorn.  Council. ......  . .. 

Daniel  D.  Leary 

Jas.  Wilson  ...... ......  ..... 

R.  A.  Morgan 

D.  Drew,  president.......... 

Fitch  Smith,  president 

Richard  Peck,  agent 


.do. 


A   B.Hendricks . 

JohnT.  Wright 

8.  Sturtevant 

Q   M.  lliome 

E.  A.  Souder  &  Co.,  agents. 
C.  Spear,  agent..... 


$«0 
350 
100 
100 

45 
220 

60 
350 
250 
230 
200 
200 
240 
300 
350 
500 
150 
450 
200 
100 
100 
110 
350 
800 
800 
200 
500 
6'>0 
375 
100 
160 
160 
37.S 
400 
325 
210 
360 
200 
400 
125 
150 
700 
8no 
700 

700 
250 
600 
2O0 
60 
150 
200 


Ko. 


61 
62 
63 
64 
65 
66 
67 
68 
69 
60 
61 

62 


TESTIMONY. 
A.— STEAMERS,  SIDE-WHEEL— Continued. 


Name. 


Illinois,  (tug).... 

Alines 

Daniel  Webster.. ...... 

Tamirand  ............ 

Maryland  ............ 

Croton « 

Long  Biunch 

,  or  W.  Kent... 

Young  America,  (tug). 

Golden  Gate 

Patapsco,  (tug)  ....... 


Date. 


1862. 
March    7 
..-.do.... 


March 
...-do. 
.-..do- 


8 


....do.... 
...do.... 
.-..do..-. 
March  10 
March  11 
March  14 


Who  signed  charter. 


Jas.  J.  Swaine 

Jos   Grinnell,  agent  .. 

Albert  Wood 

S.  W.  &  W.  A.Toney.. 
Stephens,  Condit  &  Co.. 
Jiis   A.  Dumont...... . 

Geo   H.  Pierre 

Waller,  Bredt  &  Co.... 
W.  Ward,  attorney.... 
S  C.  Osgood,  agent.... 
A.  C.  Hall 


Total, 
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"Rate  per 
diem. 


$200 
175 
600 


200 
215 
325 
700 

60 
150 

86 

18, 700 


STEAMERS,    PROPELLER    AND    STERN-WHEEL. 


3 

4 

6 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

16 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

26 

26 
27 
28 
29 
SO 
31 
32 
83 
34 
36 
36 
37 


Salvor 

Jos.  8.  Green.......... 

Clyde,  (steam-tug) 

Philadelphia,  (freight  boat).. 

Alida  (freight  boat) 

F.  Garner,  (freight  boat) 

Concord,  (freight  boat) 

Novelty,  (freight  boat) 

Sarah,  (freight  boat) 

Tacony ,  (freight  boat) 

Baltimore 

Eklwin  Forrest,  (tug)....... 

Fairy  Queen,  (tug) 

Haswell......  . 

Reindeer,  (stern- wheel) 

Volunteer 

Delaware,  (freight  boat)  .... 

Trenton,  (freight  boat) 

D.  S.  Stetson,  (tug) 

America,  (tug)..... 

Diamond  State 

J.  F.  Star,  (tug) 

Shetucket,(one  charter-party) 
Decatur,  (one  charter-party) . 
Cbas.  Osgood,  (one  charter- 
party)  

Touley 

Wissahickon...... 

Parthenia  .••••• 

Curlew...... ...i.. 

Rotary...... 

Rover,  (tug) 

H.  J.  Binney,  (tug)  

Thames.... 

A.  H.  Bowman 

J.R.Thomp8on,  (freight  boat) . 

Farmer,  (freight  boat) 

Elizabeth,  (freight  boat) 


1862. 
Feb.     26 
Feb.     26 
...do.-. 


.do. 
.do- 
.do. 


do... 

do... 

...do... 


...do.... 
...do.... 

...do 

...do.... 


....do.... 
Feb  27 
,  — do... 


do 

.-.do.-. 
Feb.  28 
March    1 

do 

March    3 

do 

...do..-. 


..-.do—. 

do..-. 

March    4 
.-.do.-.. 


....do— . 
....do.-.. 
....do.... 
March    6 

..-.do 

.-..do.-.. 


March 
....do. 
....do. 


Thos.  Clyde. 

...-do 

.-.do 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


W.  M.  Baird,  jr.  . 

—do 

....do 


.do. 


Friend,  Ricketts  &  Co  . 

A.  C.  Hall 

..-.do 


....do 

Caleb  S.  Wright. 


.do. 


J.  M.  F^annagan 

....do 

John  Russell 

John  R.  Penrose,  agent. 
Anthony  Reybold. ..... 

Jacob  Miller 

Horace  Whittaker  ..... 
....do 


....do 

John  B.  Wood 

Calfb  8.  Wright 

Evelyn  White 

J.  &  H.  Smith  &  Co 

Barstow  &  Pope 

E.  A.  Souder  &  Co.,  agents. 

J.  M.  Flannagan.. 

M.  M.  Comstock.... 

A.  M.  Clark 

A.  Groves,  agent .......... 

....do 


.do. 


$350 

200 

75 

125 

110 

110 

126 

120 

120 

125 

250 

40 

40 

40 

60 

60 

115 

116 

45 

225 

125 

66 

160 

160 

160 

75 

60 

130 

250 

85 

60 

120 

300 

176 

100 

100 

140 


332  TESTIMONT. 

A.— STEAMERS,  PROPELLER  AND  STER 5^- WHEEL— Continued. 


No. 


38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
61 


Namo. 


R.  Willing,  (freight  boat). 

Mat.  White,  (tug) 

Eureka,  (freight  boat)  .... 
Putnam,  (freight  boat)...'. 

QuDobog 

Frauklin,  (freight  boat)  .. 
ArtisaD,  (freight  boat).... 

Octorora 

Rescue,  (tug)............ 

J.  M.  Posey,  (tug) 

Pilot,  steam,  (tug) 

May  Queen,  (tug) 

Ajax,  (tug) ' 

BrewertoQ...... . ...... .. 


Date. 


1862. 
March    6 
....do.... 
...do.... 
....do.-.. 


....do. 
March 
..-.do. 


.-..do.-.. 
....do.-. 

do.... 

do 

March  11 
March  13 
March  14 


Who  signed  charter. 


A.  Groves,  agent . 
Michael  Mody.... 
J.  M.  Flannagan., 
....do 


Horace  Whittaker 
A.  Groves,  agent .. 
....do 


..-.do 

Q  M.Thome 

R.  A.  Knight 

A  C.  Hall 

McKay  &  Alders 

John  Henderson,  jr,  .......... 

John   Lee  Chapman,  ez  offiao 
mayor  of  Baltimore ......... 


Rate  per 
diem. 


$140 

50 

115 

150 

130 

100 

100 

140 

50 

50 

50 

60 

70 


65 


BARGES. 


8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 


Morris  Dalton. 

Captain  J.  McKnight. 


Huron . 


Pride  of  the  West . 

W.F.Moody 

B.  D.Cullen 


Lindemgle  ....... 

John  Wumpenny. 

Equal  Rights 

W.G.Hunt 

Katie  Sailor  ...... 

Captain  F.  S.  Boos. 
Olive  Branch..... 

F  Dutchman..... 

Samuel  Davis.... . 

Lady..... 

N.  Dahlman...... 

William 

Thomas  Mai  lory... 
Henry  Bartley.... 
California  ........ 

Taooney  

Monterey -, 

Palo  Alto 

San  Gabriel...... . 

Buena  Vista 

Constitution...... 

Ann  Elizabeth.... 

Jo  Alexander 

S.  F.  Prince 

St.  Nicholas 

L.  P.  Gardiner. .  •  • . 


1862. 
Feb.     24 

do 


.do. 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


.do. 


....do-... 
Feb.  25 
Feb.  26 
do 

....do.-.. 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


....do.... 
....do—. 
Feb.  27 
....do-... 


...do.-.. 
...do.-.. 
. . . do . . . . 
-.do.... 


-00. 

do. 
.do. 


....do.... 
March  1 
....do..i.. 


P.  Bohanan. ........... 

hit 

Thomas  X  Cann 

mark, 
hit 

James  M.  X  Michael... 
mark. 

P.  Chreton 

John  Drew. ........... 

G.Snyder 

hit 

Jacob  X  Stewart , 

mark. 

J.L.Lyle 

L.  Moxer..... 

Thomas  Clyde ...... 

A.C.Hall 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

S.  Flannagen,  agent  .... 

do 

do 

do 

!IIir.doIIII"III"II! 
E.  REly , 

James  Holliday.. ...... 

Ed.  Ralston 

ThomaaBeatty 

Silliman,  Mathews  &  Co. 
do 


$10  00 
10  00 

10  00 

10  00 
10  00 
10  00 

10  00 

10  00 
10  00 
31  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
22  50 
22  60 
22  50 
22  50 
22  50 
22  50 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
50  00 
40  00 


TESTIMONY. 

A.  —BARGES— OoDtinned. 


338 


No. 

Name. 

Date. 

Who  signed  charter. 

Rate  per 
diem. 

33 

UnioD  ..............  ...... 

1862. 
March    3 

do... 

do 

A.  C.Hall 

$10  00 
10  00 
10  00 

34 
36 

S.Creig 

SuddIy ......... ....  .--- 

do 

do 

36 

M.Dufry 

Western  State 

P.  Clinton 

....do.... 

.-.-do 

....do.... 

do 

10  00 

37 

do 

10  00 

38 

do 

10  00 

39 

B.  Mountain  .............. 

do 

do 

10  00 

40 

Four  Brothers 

Flora  Louisa.  ..•• 

T.Lee 

....do.-.. 
....do.... 
do 

W.  Lockridge  &  Co 

10  00 

41 

do 

10  00 

42 

B.  Erkest ............... 

10  00 

43 

J.  R.  Thomas 

Commodore  Stockton 

Warrior 

Samuel  Vaughan 

Robert  and  Elizabeth 

Superior  .......•••••  •••... 

....do.... 

March    5 
....do.... 

....do 

do 

March    6 

do 

do 

do 

....do.... 
....do.... 
....do. 

L.  McDaniel.... 

10  00 

44 

G.A.Tinbill 

10  00 

45 
46 

R.  W.  McClellan 

do 

10  00 
10  00 

47 

.....  do  .................. 

10  00 

48 

W.W.Kinney 

Johnston  &  Falls. .......... 

40  00 

49 

Wall  Kill 

John  C.  Davis... 

James  Deary 

John  S.  Richards 

Louisa  Tucker 

P.  Halligan 

40  00 

50 

G.A  Tinbill 

10  00 

61 

P.Helferty 

10  00 

62 

David  Miller 

10  00 

63 

G.  A. 'Hnbill  ......... 

10  00 

64 

do 

10  00 

65 

Excel 

do 

R.T.Cahill 

15  00 

65j 

66 

57 

Benjamin  Franklin 

N.E.  Edmonds 

Alleghany 

Anglica 

George  McClannan 

United  States 

....do.... 

March    7 
....do.... 
....do.... 

March    8 

Feb.     24 

....do.... 

do.... 

....do.,-. 

Feb.     25 
....do.... 

Feb.     26 

Feb.     28 
....do.... 

March    3 
....do.... 

D.  McCarthey,  agent 

Silliman,  Mathews  &  Co 

Thomas  Gorman 

20  00 
50  GO 
10  00 

68 

Daniel  Karcher  ............ 

10  00 

59 

R.  W.  McClellan 

10  00 

60 

his 
James  X  Kinkead. ........ 

10  00 

61 

John  Bensman.... 

Louis  Royer.... 

D.F.Brown 

H.  A.  Gets 

mark. 
John  Boyle.... ........ .... 

10  00 

62 

M.  Ewiog 

10  00 

63 

M.Hope 

10  00 

64 

S.L  Lyle *. 

10  00 

65 

Industry 

Captain  Cra3rton.. ..•••.... 

W.  Maffitt 

10  00 

66 

Thomas  Morrow  ••••.. ...... 

10  00 

67 

Plough  Boy 

Thomas  Ektrman...... ...... 

10  00 

68 

Sarah  Glovina 

Jane  Preston.............. 

S.  Munshover...... ........ 

10  00 

69 

John  Yeager. .............. 

10  00 

70 

Yankee  Doodle 

James  Buchanan.  ........... 

W.  Lockridge  &  Co 

10  00 

71 

Benjamin  E^ckert. .......... 

10  00 

72 

M.  L.  Dawson. •••  ••••••.... 

do  . 

A.  C.  Hall 

10  00 

73 

Charles  Miller 

.... do ... 

do 

10  00 

74 

Dr.  bhannon...... ••••.... 

do  .. 

do 

10  00 

75 

Owen  Gorman  ..••••••••.. 

do 

do 

10  00 

76 

F.C.Zulick 

....do.... 

do 

10  00 

77 

Mary  Ann. ....••...• ...... 

do 

do 

10  00 

78 

PatNaulty 

Catharine  Hayes 

N.T.  Anderson 

D.Ralph,  (steam) 

....do.... 

....do.... 

....do.... 
March    4 
March    7 
March    8 
..do.  .. 

do 

10  00 

79 

..... -do  .................. 

10  00 

80 

do 

10  00 

81 

Thomas  P. Teft ..-. 

45  00 

82 

Delaware ...... 

W.H.Bolton 

70  00 

83 

Princetown...... 

A.  C.  Hall 

10  00 

84 

Metropolis....  ••••• .... .... 

..  .  do  . 

10  00 

86 

Lone  Star 

March  11 
....do.... 

J.  Edwards      . 

10  00 

86 

Perseverance.............. 

D.  R.  Urner 

10  00 

87 

Helen  Brown  •••.•••••••.•. 

March  12 

A.  C.  Hall , 

Total 

10  00 

88 

1,256  Q(^ 

334 


TESTIMONY. 
A.— SCHOONERS, 


No. 

Name. 

Date. 

WTio  Eigned  charter. 

Rate  per 
month. 

\ 

Red  Eagle......  ..•••. .. 

1862. 
Feb.     26 
do 

Feb.     26 
do.... 

A.  C.  Hall 

$1,000  00 
732  00 

7, 

E.W.Benton 

Saratoga  .................. 

do 

3 

do 

do 

575  00 

4 

Lydia  Ann...... .......... 

648  00 

5 

Suwaset 

do 

do 

772  00 

6 

W.  P.  Philips 

Carpian 

Benjamin  Butler 

Julia  Ford - 

..-do.-. 
..-.do.... 
..-.do-.. 

Feb      27 
-.-do.-. 

do 

do 

Feb.     28 
..-.do.-. 
do 

...do.— 
— do— 
.--do.-, 
—do— 

do 

do 

..-.do.... 
....do.... 
-...do.... 

do 

do 

....do..-. 
....do 

do 

792  00 

7 
8 
9 

......do 

do 

J.  A.  Payne  .... ....  ....... 

650  00 
736  00 
747  50 

10 

Ellen 

U.  L.  Mershon 

Ada  Ames 

D.  M.  French 

A.  C.  Hall 

664  00 

11 

Charles  Allen  .............. 

916  00 

U 

A.  C.  Hall 

984  00 

i:i 

Thomas  H.  Stiles.... ....  .... 

802  75 

u 

Isle  of  Pine 

EFrink 

J.Clark 

Eliza  Williams 

Frances  Edwards 

Lucy  C.  Sharp 

Daniel  Malony,  (brig) 

B.Boi8 

Sarah  J.  Bright 

Charles  A.  Greiner 

Buena  Vista 

Z.  Stratton 

John  McAdam..-.. 

Commodore  Kearney  ....... 

Knight 

A.C.Hall 

796  00 

15 

Daniel  English  ............. 

662  25 

16 

R.  A.  Skull 

776  75 

17 

W.  H.Tavlor 

643  50 

18 

John  Babcock 

838  50 

19 

David  McElvin 

890  50 

20 

A.  Steelman...... ....... 

864  50 

21 
22 

F.C.  Bois 

Lafayette  Smith 

893  75 
676  00 

28 

Samuel  E.  Young  _ ......  .... 

682  50 

24 

Lewis  Uorton  .............. 

614  25 

25 

J.  Steelman...... .......... 

458  25 

26 

David  Pierson ............. 

1,052  00 

27 

S.  W.  Lewis,  agent......  ...-. 

592  00 

28 

do 

656  00 

29 

Grace  Girdle 

W.L.  Dayton 

David  Smith 

J.C.  Runnyon - 

G.C.  Morris    

Challenge......  .......  .... 

.  — do  — 
.-.-do-... 
...-do  — 
—do.... 

do 

March    1 

do 

— -do..-. 
...-do  —  . 
...do.... 

do*--. 

....do..  . 
....do.... 

do 

....do.... 

904  00 

80 

A.  C.Hall 

540  00 

81 

F.Williams 

684  50 

82 

John  Matthias...... .... .... 

526  50 

31^ 

William  Arbis.* 

900  25 

84 

W.H.  Knight 

656  00 

35 

Louira 

May  Flower 

John  Freeman,  (brig)  ...... 

J.  W.  Drisko 

Louisville  .......•..•••.... 

George  S.  Fogg 

Ann  Caroline 

Alice 

George  Edward  ......  .•••.. 

Benjamin  Hallock... ....... 

740  00 

86 

John  Henderson...... ...... 

692  00 

37 
88 

Freeman  Crowell,  3d 

J.  S.  Emory,  agent ....  ..... 

1,199  58 
788  00 

89 

Benjamin  P.  Sear^....  ...... 

1,048  00 
600  00 
650  00 

40 
41 

B.  S.  Wright  &  Co.,  agents... 
Alexander  Bacon......... 

42 

Merrill  &  Abbott 

736  00 

48 

John  May...... .... .... 

844  00 

44 

Kasbcc 

John  B.Austin............ 

Susan  Duncan,  (brig) 

L.C.  Watts 

Manhassett 

Mist 

Ocean  Bird 

do..-. 

do 

do 

do 

....do.... 
....do.-. 
....do 

T.  M.  Mayhew 

632  00 

45 

John  May...... ......  .... 

920  00 

46 

S.S.  Mitchell 

612  00 

47 

48 

James  C.  RicketsoD^  agent 

H.S.  Ward 

700  00 
1  000  00 

49 

Merrill  &  Abbott 

1  000  00 

60 

George  B.  Hull 

636  00 

61 

Isabella  Jewett,  (brig) 

James  Brophy  ............. 

R.  M.  Demil 

Ellen  Middleton 

Donna  Ann 

Jamestown 

R.G   Welden 

D.E.  Sawyer 

....do.... 
....do.... 

do 

....do 

....do...- 

....do 

....do.... 
....do...- 

Joseph  B.  Reed 

792  00 

62 

Seth  C.  Midlen ., 

552  00 

63 
64 

Charles  Hendrickson.... 

Cabel  Sipple 

1,372  00 
868  00 

65 

Stephen  Ellis 

592  00 

66 

D.  Latometto,  jr  ---.-...... 

1,000  00 

67 

Jno.  Neal-.... .......... 

952  00 

67i 

S.  P.  Pierson 

993  48 
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No. 

Name. 

Date. 

Who  signed  charter. 

Rate  per 
month. 

58 

Belle  R.  Hull 

B.F.Reeves 

EllaQ.  Fogg 

I  N  Baker 

Mahlon  Beits 

Epiiralm  &  Ann 

W.H.  Dennis 

R.G.Porter 

Pangusett 

George  Wanhington 

Reuben  Knight 

Maria  Jane  _.............. 

A.J.Bird 

Sarah  Woostcr.  (brig) 

Marshnll  Pevier 

Martha  Jane 

Handy,  (brig) 

Julia  Maine - 

Crawford,  (brig) 

Mary  Lowell 

T,  Raymond 

E.  P.  Sweet,  (brig) 

CHp<»lla,  (brie) 

1862. 

March    1 

do 

do 

do 

....do.... 
....do.-.. 
do 

...do.... 

....do 

....do.... 
....do.... 
....do.... 
do 

March    3 
....do.... 
...-do.... 
....do.... 
...-do.... 

do 

.-..do—. 

do 

....do.-. 
do 

Jo  Holmes ••••••.......... 

$892  00 

59 

Geo.  W.  Carman 

664  00 

60 
61 

B.  S.  Wright  &  Co.,  agents. .. 
J.  H  Henderson -. 

636  OD 
910  00 

62 

C.  H.  Vaughan 

702  00 

an 

G.  S.  Dole .............. 

832  00 

64 

A.Lake   

669  50 

65 

Enoch  Smith......... 

562  25 

66 

Jos.  Wanles  .........     _.-- 

793  00 

67 

A.  Steelman ., 

412  50 

68 

J.  Endicutt...... 

708  50 

69 

A.C.Hall 

876  00 

70 
71 

—  --do 

Benjamin  Liord  ............ 

716  00 
712  00 

72 

J.  S.  Emorv.  airent ....... 

980  00 

73 
74 

Kilham  &  Son,  agents 

Eli  Handy  ..--.-.. .... 

764  00 
1,027  20 

75 

Cbas.  E.  Prenton  ........... 

784  00 

76 

Joub  Small.... ......... 

768  00 

77 

T.J.Johnson.............. 

764  00 

78 

Geo.  A.  May 

980  00 

79 

Samuel  Freeman...... •--.. 

1,000  00 

80 

Jno.  Ace...... ............ 

576  00 

81 

Estella 

B.N.FOX 

Maryland 

Hannah  Warwick 

Jonathan  May  ............ 

Cicero.. .................. 

do 

do 

....do.... 
do 

....do.... 
...do 

F.  N.  Van  Brunt 

668  00 

82 

J.  S.  Brown 

596  00 

83 
84 

James  Bishop  &  Co 

Jno.  Shrapshine. ........... 

1,008  00 
435  50 

H5 

J.  M.Cobb 

1,075  76 

86 

Jno.  Burrows .............. 

458  25 

87 

Empire....  .............. 

do 

Lewis  Barrett.... ........ .. 

390  00 

88 

N.P.Cox 

Sarah  Minge 

John  C.  Henry 

Roxbury .................. 

....do.... 

....do.... 

....do.... 
March    4 
March    3 
March    4 
...do.... 

do 

....do.... 

....do.-.. 

.-.do.-.. 

do 

.—do.-. 

.—do.... 

.-.do.... 

....do.... 

do 

....do...- 

....do.... 

....do.... 

W.  Honck  ................ 

562  25 

89 

J.N.  Weaver 

500  00 

90 

Clinton  Sore 

648  00 

91 

S.  W.  Lewis,  agent.. ..... 

472  00 

92 

W.  Phillips 

A.C.Hall 

832  00 

93 

Julia  Baker ............... 

Frances  Lewis  ............. 

548  00 

94 

Josephine 

D  C.Higgins 

Yankee  Blade 

Satillo 

George  W.  WhiHteler 

Empire 

Arctic 

D.S.Miller 

J.  Predmore 

D.H.  Bills 

Rockingham 

O.R.  Dixon 

Mary  Ella 

Hyena  ...*. 

Thro.  Waterbury ....... 

440  00 

95 
96 

Chas.  Matthews 

WilHon  Combs ......... 

976  00 
680  00 

97 
98 

S.  W.Lewis,  agent 

John  Parker  .............. 

440  00 
732  00 

99 
100 

Leander  Kenny,  agent 

Merrill  &  Abbott 

440  00 
904  00 

101 

J« 'hn  Creebv ....-...-..-.-. 

781  48 

102 

E.L.Cramner. ......... .... 

662  48 

103 

Forster  Brown ............. 

888  00 

104 

105 

J.  S.  Emory  &  (Jo.,  agents.... 
Jno.  Wilm" 

844  00 
828  00 

106 
107 

John  8.  Emory,  agent 

Thop.  Clark 

756  00 
640  00 

108 

Eugene 

Star 

Village  Gem 

J.M.Taylor 

J.  B.  Dickinson 

Beulah 

do.... 

....do.... 

do 

....do 

.-..do.--. 
....do 

J.  H.  Hally 

648  00 

109 

Gilford  Crowell. ........... 

644  00 

110 

Pruia  Bearse.. ..•••......-. 

592  00 

HI 

John  Parn      .............. 

668  00 

112 

John  L.  Smith .--.-... 

474  50 

113 

Jno.  Hanson 

Geo.A.Teque 

812  50 

114 

S.  A.Appleton 

....do.... 

575  26 
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No. 

Name. 

Date. 

Who  signed  charter. 

Bate  per 
month. 

116 

Axle  Lord  ................ 

1862 
March    4 
March    5 

do 

....do.... 

do 

do 

....do.... 
....do.... 

do..-. 

do 

A.C.Hall 

$840  00 
1,040  00 

116 

Moonlight .... ............ 

do 

117 

Titania.  (brig) 

James  Holmes. . .  . 

G   Uumnel,  jr.......... 

Nimrod ............... 

Oneida......  ............. 

Almira  T 

Sarah  Lavinia 

J.S.  Welden 

B.  B.  hhuckford 

998  65 

118 

F.B.  Holmrs - 

884  00 

119 

E.  H.  Chambers  ........  .... 

696  00 

120 

W.  E.  Barnes 

400  00 

121 

G.B.Smith 

600  00 

122 
123 

Leander  Kinney,  agent...... 

B.  8  ("rammer............. 

636  00 
727  87 

124 

G.  Smith 

640  25 

126 

Northern  Light 

T.  Lake 

....do-... 
do 

Joshua  Lake  .............. 

676  00 

126 

C .  Dougherty .......••...-: 

643  50 

127 

Jo.  Porter 

EcMpse 

....do.... 
... .do. ... 

Washington  Yates ..... 

662  25 

128 

A.C.Hall 

960  00 

129 

Tliom.  Page 

Montezmua  ............... 

do 

....do.... 

......do  ............... 

640  00 

130 

do 

548  00 

131 

Only  Daughter -....-....-. 

March    6 
....do.... 
....do.... 
....do.... 

do.-.. 

....do.-.. 
....do.... 
....do.... 
....do.... 

F.  W.  Falkenburgh 

1.209  I'O 

132 

Marcus,  (brig) 

Henry  Remsea  ............ 

VV.  J.  Brayton 

Condor,  (brig) 

Laura  Frances.... ...... 

E.  W.Gardiner 1. 

Louis  Spanier 

Gazette 

Ch.  E.  Crocker 

592  00 

133 
134 
135 
136 

W.T.KIots... 

Leander  Kenny,  agent  ...... 

Biett.  Son  k  Co  ,  agents 

S.  W.Lewis 

423  00 
892  00 
764  00 
668  00 

137 

C.  A.  Bourne  ........... 

848  00 

138 

Enoch  Lewis  ........... 

784  00 

139 

C.  W.Bolt 

600  00 

139J 

North  Pacific 

ChHrmer.......... ..... 

....do.... 
....do 

S.  Marcy 

709  16 

140 

Owen  Bearpe  ........... 

876  00 

141 

Allstrm. ................. 

do 

E.  B.  Sawyer....  ....... 

684  00 

142 

Tan^'ier 

Ann  D 

J.  B.  Johnson 

Caroline  M.Wilson 

John  Stockham 

Alida 

....do.... 
....do.... 
....do.... 
....do.... 
-...do.... 
do 

G.  W.  Sawyer 

700  00 

143 

James  B.  Titus. ............ 

756  00 

144 

James  B.  Johnson  ...-..•... 

756  00 

146 

Robert  Little 

471  25 

146 

A.  E.  Babcock 

861  25 

147 

A.  H.  Brown,  agent..... .... 

536  00 

148 

Siimnel  Eddy 

Dewev,  (l»ark)... .......... 

....do.... 

March    7 

do 

....do.... 

A.  C.Hall 

1, 104  00 

149 

C.  F.  H.  Menges 

964  00 

160 

Amos  Falkenburgh 

Avon  .. ............... 

A.  G.  Wilbert 

940  00 

161 

James  Woodraansee 

N.  W.  Lawson 

816  00 

162 

Caroline  Hall 

W.P.Williams 

Jo.  P.  Cake 

Mary  Frances  ............. 

do 

do 

....do.... 
....do.... 
..  .do 

688  00 

163 

S.S.Bell 

608  00 

154 
166 

Captain  N.  S.  Endicutt 

Richard  W.  Hallock 

W.B.  Fisher 

892  00 
400  00 

166 

Marten 

392  00 

167 

Sarah .... 

Belle 

Adelc  Felicia 

Jesse  Willinmson,  jr. 

Hannah  Willets 

Sopliia  Ann 

Isabella  Thompson 

Willard  Saulsbury 

Wi  liam  H.  Ruatan 

A.  R.  Wetmore 

....do.... 
...do..-. 
....do.... 
....do.... 
....do.... 
....do.... 

....do 

....do.... 
....do.... 
do 

Geo.  H.York 

544  00 

168 

Jos.  R.  Clarke.--. ......... 

696  00 

159 
160 

Leander  Kinney,  agent 

James  Winsmore .......... 

572  00 
607  75 

161 

Chas.  Parson  .............. 

643  50 

162 

Eldgen  Smith    ........ .. 

637  00 

163 

StidwcU  Corsen............ 

617  50 

164 

W.  H.  Hudson 

659  75 

166 

A.C.  Hall 

684  00 

166 

do 

916  00 

167 

168 

Fair  Wind 

West  Wind 

Snow  Flake 

....do.... 
...do.... 

March    8 

do 

do 

452  00 

988  00 

169 

hit 
A  -f-Dickerson 

mark. 

718  25 
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No. 


170 
171 
172 
173 
174 
175 
176 
177 
178 
179 
180 
181 
182 
183 
184 
185 
186 

188 


Name  of  yessel. 


Albert  Pharo 

Carper  Heft 

Sarah  Louisa 

Henry  Finch..- 
Jno.  Farmer  . .  . 

Sea  Nymph 

Moderator 

Aza  Eldridge... 
M.C.Durfree... 
Ida  Delia  Torra. 

M.  Capes 

Alliance....... 

Dwight 

New  Jersey 

Ernest 

Henrietta...... 

Maria  Pickup  . . 


Date. 


1862. 
March 
....do. 


..do.... 

--do 

..do.... 
..do.... 


March  10 
....do.... 
...-do... 
March  13 
March  14 


March  17 
March  18 
March  20 


Who  signed  charter. 


Samuel  Lippincott. 

John  M.  Shoe 

J.Woodruff 

A.C.Hall 

do 

do 


do 

do 

do 

Thomas  Morgan. 
M.  Vom  Mame.  . 


J.W.Hill 

Luke  Yanaman 

Joseph  Thompson 

Jno.  L.  Emory  &  Co.,  agents 
Moses  Baker.. ........ 


Total. 


Rate  per 
month. 


$526  50 
422  50 
338  00 

1,120  00 
916  00 
768  00 
868  00 
508  00 

1,040  00 
760  00 
792  00 
450  00 
552  00 
888  00 
988  00 
848  00 
800  00 


137,923  15 


RECAPITULATION. 


No. 

Vessels. 

Rate  per  diem. 

Per  month,  at  30 
days  to  the  mo. 

188 

Schooners,  at  an  average  cost  of-... •....••.... 

$4,597  43$ 

18,700  00 

5, 945  00 

1,256  00 

$137,923  15 

62 
51 

88 

Side- wheel  steamers,  at  an  average  cost  of 

Propeller  and  stern- wheel  steamers,  ditto  ...••. 
Barges,  at  an  average  cost  of..... 

561,000  00 

178,350  00 

37,680  00 

Total 

389 

30,498  4Sf 

914,953  15 

Rep.  Com.  84 22 
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Easamination  of  Mr.  John  Tucker ^  continued  by  the  chmrman. 

Question.  Which  were  the  first  vessels  that  you  chartered,  or  thai 
were  chartered  under  your  direction  ? 

Answer.  The  first  charters  I  made  were  at  the  time  of  the  riots  in 
Baltimore. 

Question.  Where  did  you  charter  them  ? 

Answer.  In  Philadelphia. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  them  directly  yourself,  or  some  one  else? 

Answer.  The  first  I  had  anything  to  do  with  were  under  charter; 
that  was  in  April,  1861. 

Question.  Those  that  you  chartered,  did  you  charter  directly  your- 
self? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  dealt  directly  with  the  owners,  in  reducing  the 
price. 

Question.  How  long  did  you  continue  at  that  time  to  act  for  the 
government  in  chartering  vessels? 

Answer,  More  or  less  until  I  was  made  Assistant  Secretary  of  War, 
and  since  that  time,  when  specially  requested. 

Question.  Were  the  vessels  enumerated  in  table,  marked  A,  at- 
tached to  your  testimony,  of  side-wheel  steamers,  chartered  by  you? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  assisted  by  Captain  Hodges. 

Question.  Where  were  they  mostly  chartered? 

Answer.  Mostly  in  NewYork. 

Question.  Did  you  inspect  the  vessels  yourself? 

Answer.  I  did  not,  as  a  rule. 

Question.  Who  did  inspect  them  ? 

Answer.  Captain  Loper  inspected  more  than  any  one  else. 

Question.  Was  he  in  the  employment  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  In  what  capacity  was  he  acting  ? 

Answer.  He  was  attempting  to  oblige  me  and  the  government,  by 
giving  the  benefit  of  his  experience. 

Question.  You  chartered  them  upon  his  representation  ? 

Answer.  Allow  me  to  say,  sir,  the  Secretary  of  War  advertised 
for  vessels  that  were  wanted— vessels  of  all  descriptions.  Proposals 
were  made  to  the  War  Department.  Each  gentleman  who  made  pro- 
posals was  requested  to  meet  me  on  a  certain  day  in  New  York.  I 
then  had  his  vessels  examined,  generally  by  Mr.  Loper  and  the  owner, 
returned  the  next  or  following  day  to  make  his  bargain  with  me  or 
Captain  Hodges.     That  was  the  way  in  which  it  was  done. 

Question.  Captain  Loper  went  with  you  to  New  York? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  inspected  the  vessels  for  you? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  knew  nothing  of  the  character,  dimensions,  &c.,  of 
the  vessels,  except  according  to  the  representations  he  made  to  you? 

Answer.  I  was  familiar  with  a  great  many  of  the  vessels  myself. 

Question.  But  such  as  you  did  not  know  you  chartered  upon  his 
recommendation  ? 
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Answer.  Upon  the  offer  of  the  owners  to  the  War  Department, 
and  then  his  inspection. 

Question.  I  see  here  the  Cecil  chartered  on  the  22d  of  February; 
where  was  she  chartered  ? 

Answer.  The  Cecil  was  chartered  in  Philadelphia,  but  is  a  Balti- 
more vessel.  ^ 

Question.  Did  you  know  her  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Upon  whose  recommendation  did  you  charter  her? 

Answer.  Captain  Leper's.     He  had  examined  her. 

Question.  The  Columbia,  chartered  on  the  25th  of  February — do 
you  know  her  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  know  her  then;  but  that  was  obtained  in  the 
same  way. 

Question.  Upon  whose  representations  was  she  chartered — Captain 
Loper's  ? 

Answer.  The  owner,  or  the  representative  of  the  owner,  was  there, 
and  made  his  own  representations,  which  I  had. 

Question.  Who  was  the  owner  ? 

Answer.  These  Baltimore  vessels  were  represented  by  A.  C.  Hall. 

Question.  You  took  her  upon  Hall's  recommendation  ? 

Answer.  That  and  Captain  Loper's  examination. 

Question.  You  took  her  solely  upon  their  representations? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  the  written  description  in  the  offer. 

Question.  The  Kent,  chartered  on  the  26th — did  you  know  any- 
thing of  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  she  was  taken  in  the  same  way.  There  are  a 
number  of  those  vessels. 

Question.  The  Pioneer  P 

Answer.  The  same. 

Question.  The  Lioness  ? 

Answer.  The  same. 

Question.  The  Portsmouth  ? 

Answer.  The  Portsmouth,  I  think,  was  of  Philadelphia. 

Question.  Upon  whose  recommendation  did  you  charter  her  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  president  of  the  company  she  belonged  to 
came  to  see  me. 

Question.  Did  you  know  her  ? 

Answer.  I  had  seen  her;  still,  I  had  all  these  vessels  examined, 
when  I  was  not  well  acquainted  with  them. 

Question.  By  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Upon  his  recommendation  you  chartered  her  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  The  Pacific — ^tug  ? 

Answer.  She  is  also  a  Philadelphia  vessel,  I  think.  It  is  impos- 
sible for  me  to  tell  in  regard  to  all  these  vessels. 

Question.  You  had  somebody's  recommendation,  if  you  did  not 
know  them  yourself? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  always. 

Question.  The  Georgia  ? 
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Answer.  I  think  she  was  a  Baltimore  vessel. 

Question.  Upon  whose  recommendation  was  she  chartered  ? 

Answer.  The  same. 

Question.  The  W.  Small  ? 

Answer.  I  think  she  is  the  same. 

Question.  You  mean  that  she  was  a  Baltimore  boat,   and  was 
chartered  upon  the  recommendation  of  Captain  Loper? 

Answer.  Upon  the  offer  of  the  owners  and  their  description  of  her, 
and  then  the  examination  of  Captain  Loper ;  and  Captain  Loper's     I 
recommendation,  that  the  description  was  right,  and  the  length  and 
character  of  the  vessel  suitable.     He  gave  me  a  description  of  the 
vessel,  her  size,  tonnage,  &c.     I  used  my  own  judgment. 

Question.  The  Atlantic? 

Answer.  She  is  a  Philadelphia  boat,  I  think. 

Question.  Upon  whose  recommendation  did  you  charter  her  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Flanagan's,  I  think. 

Question.  He  is  the  party  who  made  the  charter? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Was  the  Pendulum  inspected  by  Captain  Loper? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  The  Ariel  ? 

Answer.  I  knew  all  about  her  myself. 

Question.  You  took  her  on  your  own  judgment? 

Answer.  Very  much. 

Question.  The  J.  A.  Warner? 

Answer.  The  same. 

Question.  The  Nellie  Baker  ? 

Answer.  I  relied  a  good  deal  upon  the  representations  of  E.  A. 
Souder  &  Co.  in  regard  to  her. 

Question.  Was  she  inspected  by  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  she   was.     I  think  she  was  a   Portland 
vessel. 

Question.  You  did  not  have  her  inspected  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  The  Emperor? 

Answer.  The  Emperor  was  taken  in  the  same  way — through  E.  A. 
Souder  &  Co. 

Question.  TheArgo? 

Answer.  I  forget  particularly  about  the  Argo;  I  think  she  came 
through  Souder  &  Co. 

Question.  The  Kennebec? 

Answer.  1  knew  all  about  the  Kennebec. 

Question.  You  took  her  on  your  own  knowledge  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  The  Massachusetts  ? 

Answer.  She  was  in  New  York. 

Question.  Who  inspected  her  ? 

Answer.  Captain  Loper,  I  presume. 

Question.  Did  Captain  Loper  report  the  Massachusetts  to  be  a  good 
vessel ? 
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Answer.  He  or  some  one  else;  otherwise  she  would  not  have  been 
taken. 

Question.  She  was  sent  around  to  the  Potomac  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  and  from  there  to  Fort  Monroe. 

Question.  Is  the  Massachusetts  owned  by  A.  J.  Richardson  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  The  May  Queen  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  her  particularly. 

Question.  The  Joseph  A.  Martin  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  her. 

Question.  The  West  End? 

Answer.  She  is  a  small  boat,  I  do  not  remember  her  particularly. 

Question.  The  J.  W.  Lewis? 

Answer.  She  was  chartered  in  New  York — offered  by  her  owner. 

Question.  The  Nantucket  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  the  Nantucket.  I  do  remember  the 
Nantasket.  The  Nantasket  was  a  Boston  vessel,  and  came  through 
E.  A.  Bonder  &  Co. 

Question.  The  Commodore  Vanderbilt? 

Answer.  She  was  chartered  in  New  York,  of  Mr.  Drew. 

Question.  Who  inspected  her? 

Answer.  Captain  Loper  went  on  board  of  her ;  but  she  was  very 
well  known. 

Question.  The  Commodore  ? 

Answer.  The  same. 

Question.  The  Achilles? 

Answer.  The  Achilles  was  chartered  of  Bussel  Sturgis. 

Question.  What  was  her  tonnage? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember.  She  is  a  powerful  tug — one  of  the 
most  powerful  in  New  York. 

Question.  Where  is  she  now  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  The  T.  B.  Arrowsmith  ? 

Answer.  She  is  a  New  York  vessel ;  I  do  not  remember  particularly 
the  circumstances  of  her  charter. 

Question.  TheCatskill? 

Answer.  She  was  chartered  of  her  owners,  and  examined  by  Captain 
Loper. 

Question.  The  Champion  or  Edward  Lewis  ? 

Answer.  She  was  also  chartered  by  her  owners,  and  examined  by 
Captain  Loper  ? 

Question.  I  judge,  without  going  through  the  whole  of  these, 
that  nearly  the  whole  were  inspected  by  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.  Wherever  I  did  not  know  the  vessel  particularly  well 
myself,  I  directed  him  to  go  and  examine  her. 

Question.  Who  examined  the  Patapsco? 

Answer.  I  don't  remember  the  vessel  at  all. 

Question.  She  belonged  to  A.  C.  Hall,  and  was  chartered  at  $85 
a  day? 

Answer.  She  was  either  examined  by  Captain  Loper,  or  he  knew 
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all  about  her ;  as  I  stated  in  my  report,  I  requested  them  to  aid  me  in 
the  examination  of  these  steamers. 

Question.  Captain  Loper  was  not  receiving  any  compensation  from 
the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  know  the  amount  he  charged  the  owners  of  these 
vessels  ? 

Answer.  He  told  me  at  the  time  that  he  should  not  charge  them  a 
cent,  and  has  told  me  so  over  and  over  again  since.  In  regard  to 
that  McClellan  expedition,  he  has  never  received  a  cent,  directly  or 
indirectly,  from  the  owners  ;  that  was  a  condition  that  I  made. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  vessels  through  him  since  ? 

Answer.  I  have  chartered  vessels  of  him. 

Question.  Any  through  him,  upon  his  recommendation? 

Answer.  I  may,  upon  his  recommendation. 

Question.  Did  you  know  what  per  cent,  he  charged  for  recom- 
mending them  to  you  r 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  How  many  vessels  have  you  chartered  through  A.  C. 
Hall,  of  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  answer  that  without  referring  to  that  list ;  I 
am  very  confident  that  the  first  time  I  ever  saw  Mr.  Hall  was  in 
Philadelphia ;  when  I  began  to  charter  vessels  for  the  McClellan 
expedition,  he  came  to  me  and  ofiered  me  a  number  of  steamers  ;  that 
was  in  February,  1862. 

Question.  Where? 

Answer.  In  Philadelphia,  at  my  office ;  it  was  the  first  time  I  ever 
met  him,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Question.  Who  introduced  him  to  you  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  tell  you  now,  sir  ;  I  do  not  remember. 

Question.  Did  he  bring  any  letter  to  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  Did  you  know  nothing  of  him  before? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  he  had  brought  a  description  of  a  large  number 
of  canal  boats— Schuylkill  canal  boats — and  offered  them  to  me  at  a 
price  which  we  did  not  agree  about.  I  had  a  fixed  price  for  all  I 
chartered — ten  dollars  a  day.  He  demanded  twelve ;  I  told  him  I 
could  not  change  the  price.  He  went  back  to  Baltimore,  and^  by  return 
of  mail,  informed  me  that  I  could  have  them  at  ten  dollars  a  day  ;  I 
answered  that  at  that  price  I  would  take  all  that  he  could  get. 

Question.  Did  you  see  him  at  the  War  Department  before  you  saw 
him  at  Philadelphia  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not ;  I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  seeing  him 
until  that  occasion. 

Question.  You  are  confident  that  you  did  not  advise  him  to  go  on 
and  meet  you  at  Philadelphia  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  0,  yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  see  him  at  Annapolis? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  he  introduced  to  you  by  Captain  Loper? 

Answer.  He  might  have  been,  but  I  don't  remember  it. 
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Qaestion.  Did  yoa  know  anything  of  an  arrangement  between  him 
and  Captain  Loper  by  which  they  divided  their  profits  on  these 
vessels  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  did  net,  most  assuredly. 

Question.  Tou  never  heard  of  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  Metamora  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  did  you  charter  her  of? 

Answer.  Captain  Power,  I  think. 

Question.  When  did  you  charter  her  ?  v 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  the  last  of  February  or  the  first  of  March  ? 

Question.  Did  you  sign  the  charter-party  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Who  did? 

Answer.  I  presume  Captain  Hodges  did. 

Question.  At  your  instance  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  I  think  so,  sir ;  I  recollect  the  boat  very  well,  and 
her  being  employed  in  that  McClellan  expedition  ;  I  do  not  see  her 
name  here  on  this  list ;  I  do  not  see  why  it  is  omitted.  (Examining 
the  list.) 

Question.  Tou  are  still  confident  that  you  chartered  her? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir  ;  in  the  same  way  as  the  others. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  what  day  she  was  chartered? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  the  amount  at  which  she  was  chartered  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  |450  a  day,  but  I  cannot  be  positive. 

Question.  Was  the  charter-party  signed  at  the  time  you  chartered 
her  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  not.  I  presume  it  was  signed  immediately 
after. 

Question.  Why  was  it  not  signed  at  the  time  of  the  charter? 

Answer.  None  of  them  were  at  the  moment. 

Question.  Why  were  they  not? 

Answer.  It  took  some  time  to  prepare  the  papers. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  time  she  was  chartered  ? 

Answer.  It  was  the  last  of  February  or  early  in  March. 

Question.  Can  you  specify  the  day  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  day  when  the  Metamora  went  into 
government  employment  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  do  not ;  but  I  now  remember  this :  that  the 
Metamora  came  around  here  to  seek  service,  without  any  knowledge 
of  my  own,  and  while  she  was  here  the  owner,  Captain  Powers,  I 
think,  came  to  me  in  New  Tork  and  proposed  to  put  her  in  with 
some  other  vessels  that  he  charter^.  I  think  she  was  kept  running 
in  the  service  here  some  little  time. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  her  having  been  repaired  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir. 

Question.  When? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  last  May  or  June. 
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Question.  Where  was  she  repaired  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  it  was  in  Baltimore. 

Question.  To  what  extent  ? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Qoestion.  Do  jon  know  whether  that  was  paid  hr  the  gOTerament 
or  bj  the  indiridnals  ? 

Answer.  Bj  the  goremment. 

Question.  Do  yon  know  why  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  8tate  the  reason. 

Answer.  When  the  President,  Secretary  of  War,  and  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  were  at  Fort  Monroe  they  called  upon  me  to  send  a 
telegraphic  message  by  way  of  Cherrystone.  It  was  then  blowing 
▼ery  strong  and  very  rough.  No  steamer  .could  go  to  CherrystoDe 
drawing  more  than  four  and  a  half  feet  water,  I  think.  Steamers  of 
that  draught  are  not  well  calculated  to  stand  a  gale  of  wind.  The 
Secretary  of  War  told  me  that  message  must  go.  The  Metamora  was 
running  on  that  line.  I  called  upon  the  captain,  and  he  told  me  that 
it  was  not  safe  for  his  boat  to  go.  He  had  just  come  in.  It  was  very 
rough  outside,  and  he  did  not  think  it  was  safe  for  her  to  go.  I  told 
him  the  circumstances ;  that  some  vessel  must  go,  and  if  his  Teasel  ep- 
countered  any  damage  the  goTernment  should  pay  for  it. 

Question.  Did  she  encounter  damage  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir  ;  so  it  was  represented  to  me. 

Question.  By  whom  ? 

Answer.  By  the  captain,  and  by  others  at  Fort  Monroe. 

Question.  What  others? 

Answer.  I  think,  Quartermaster  Talmadge. 

Question.  Anybody  else  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Was  he  the  man  who  had  charge  of  the  transportation 
there,  and  whose  business  it  was  to  determine  whether  a  vessel  had 
been  injured  or  not  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  report  to  you  in  writing? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  give  orders  for  her  to  be  repaired  in  consequence 
of  his  representations? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did  ;  I  think  I  gave  those  orders.  I  made  the 
arrangement  with  the  captain.  The  quartermaster  general  approved 
of  the  orders. 

Question.  Did  you  give  the  order  in  writing? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did,  sir. 

Question.  Was  there  any  limit  on  the  amount  of  repairing  to  be 
done? 

Answer.  I  did  not  limit  it. 

Question.  Was  there  any  statement  in  your  order  specifying  the 
character  of  the  repairs? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  the  particulars. 

Question.  How  long  was  she  undergoing  repairs? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  answer. 
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Question.  Do  you  know  whether  her  charter-party  continued,  and 
her  owners  received  pay  for  her  services  during  the  time  she  was  on 
tfie  ways  ? 

Answer.  They  did,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  about  any  lockers  being  put  in  her  while 
she  was  on  the  ways  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  know  about  her  being  used  by  Mr.  Van  Valken- 
burgh  and  others,  sutlers,  while  she  was  in  the  employment  of  the 
government,  for  transporting  private  property  ? 

Answer.  I  heard,  a  few  months  ago,  that  the  captain  had  got  into 
some  di£Sculty  about  that,  but  I  supposed  that  was  a  recent  occurrence. 

Question.  Did  you  hear  about  it  at  the  time  the  Metamora  was 
lying  at  Harrison's  Landing  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  investigate  the  subject  to  ascertain  whether  it 
was  true  or  not? 

Answer.  I  did  not,  for  I  understood  that  the  vessel  was  discharged, 
or  to  be  discharged. 

Question.  Did  you  know  anything  of  her  receiving  pay  for  four  or 
fiye  days  before  she  actually  went  into  the  employment  of  the  govern- 
ment ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  1  find  that  her  charter-party  is  dated  April  20 — nearly 
seven  weeks  after  she  went  into  the  government  employment.  Why 
was  that  delay  in  executing  the  charter-party? 

Answer.  I  was  not  aware  that  there  was  any  such  delay. 

Question.  If  you  chartered  the  Metamora,  how  happens  it  that  she 
is  not  entered  on  your  list  that  you  have  furnished  to  the  committee  ? 

Answer.  I  think  you  will  find  on  Captain  Hodges's  original  papers, 
chartering  vessels,  that  the  Metamora  was  chartered  and  entered 
regularly  on  his  list,  and  that  a  day  or  two  afterwards  the  owner  came 
to  me  and  said  that  Major  Van  Vliet,  or  the  quartermaster  here,  could 
not  release  her,  and  that  her  name  was,  therefore,  struck  off  our  list ; 
and  subsequently  Commodore  Yanderbilt  came  here,  just  at  the  time 
he  was  giving  the  steamer  Yanderbilt  to  the  government,  and  some 
fast  steamer  was  wanted  to  take  him  down  to  Fort  Monroe,  and  the 
Metamora  was  assigned  to  that  duty.  It  is  possible  that  that  was  the 
first  time  I  had  anything  to  do  with  her,  and  that  that  might  have 
been  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  signing  the  charter. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  steamer  Highland 
Light? 

Answer.  The  name  Highland  Light  is  very  familiar  to  me,  but  I 
do  not  remember  the  particulars  about  her  now. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  her  ? 

Answer.  I  can  only  aubwer  that  question  as  the  former  ;  the  name 
is  very  familiar,  but  I  do  not  remember  her. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  steamer  Monitof  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  did  she  belong  to? 

Answer.  The  Monitor  belongs  to  Captain  Powers. 
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Question.  Did  yon  charter  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Ton  had  nothing  to  do  with  her  ? 

Answer.  I  think  Captain  Powers  made  an  application  to  me  to 
charter  that  steamer,  and,  if  I  recollect  it  correctly,  i  referred  his  appli- 
cation and  description  to  Colonel  Bucker. 

Question.  With  a  direction  or  intimation  that  he  shoald  charter 
her? 

Ani^wer.  Certainly ;  with  no  direction,  hut  perhaps  an  intimation 
that  she  would  he  a  very  useful  boat.  She  was  a  new  boat.  Colonel 
Bucker  applied  to  me,  stating  that  he  wanted  such  a  boat. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  steamer  Telegraph? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  her. 

Question.  Did  you  not  charter  her  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  her. 

Question.  You  do  not  remember  the  steamer  Baltimore? 

Answer.  I  remember  that  there  is  such  a  steamer,  but  I  am  very 
confident  that  I  did  not  charter  her. 

Question.  Your  business  at  Baltimore  was  mostly  done  through 
Mr.  Hall. 

Answer.  He  came  to  me  at  Philadelphia  with  a  list  of  steamers  at 
a  time  when  I  wanted  everything  that  I  could  get  that  was  suitable. 

Question.  From  that  time  on  he  has  been  in  the  habit  of  furnishing 
the  government  vessels. 

Answer.  Very  few  to  me,  sir,  or  through  me. 

Question.  But  to  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  he  has  done  through  the  quarter- 
masters. 

Question.  Did  you  give  Major  Belger  any  orders  to  charter  from 
Hall? 

Answer.  I  may  have  given  some  few  orders  to  Major  Belter. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  the  time  when  you  gave  Major  Belger 
orders  to  charter  vessels  of  Mr.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  don't  recollect  having  given  such  orders; 
although,  if  Mr.  Hall  had  come  to  me  and  offered  a  transport  which 
the  government  was  in  want  of,  and  I  knew  it  was  a  proper  one,  and  at  a 
fair  price,  I  may  have  directed  Major  Belger  to  execute  the  charter- 
parties. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  give  Major  Belger  a  general  direction  to 
charter  through  Mr.  Hall? 

Answer.  0  no,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  intimate  to  him  that  you  would  prefer  that 
he  should  charter  through  Hall  ? 

Answer.  Most  decidedly  not,  sir. 

Question.  Was  the  fact  of  the  chartering  of  these  vessels  through 
Hall  ever  brought  to  your  attention  ? 

Answer.  The  quartermaster  general  has  spoken  to  me  of  that  fact ; 
he  did  not  understand  why  so  many  vessels  were  so  chartered. 

Question.  When  did  the  quartermaster  general  first  speak  to  you 
upon  this  subject? 
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Answer.  I  think  it  was  five  or  six  months  ago  in  a  casual  conver- 
sation. 

Question.  How  do  you  account  for  the  fact  that  all  the  vessels  were 
chartered  through  Mr.  Hall  at  Baltimore? 

Answer.  I  was  not  and  am  not  now  aware  that  that  is  the  fact. 

Question.  I  think  it  is  pretty  much  the  fact. 

Answer.  I  had  no  idea  of  it,  sir. 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  never  gave  any  order 
to  Colonel  Belger,  or  intimated  any  desire  to  him,  that  he  shouli 
charter  vessels  through  Mr.  Hall. 

Answer.  I  may  have  given  him  orders  to  charter  a  particular  ves- 
sel ;  but  I  never  expressed  any  desire  that  Mr.  Hall  should  have  any 
preference  over  anybody.     That  I  am  positive  about. 

Question.  When  the  quartermaster  general  brought  the  fact  to  your 
attention,  that  there  were  complaints  about  Hall  having  the  chartering 
of  vessels  in  Baltimore,  did  you  take  any  steps  to  prevent  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  did  not  consider  it  my  duty. 

Question.  Had  you  not  the  subject  of  transports  under  your  charge? 

Answer.  Not  generally,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  your  specific  duty  in  the  War  Department,  or 
was  it  general  ? 

Answer.  It  was  general ;  but  I  was  sent  off  in  these  emergencies  ? 

Question.  Did  you  know  the  per  cent,  that  Hall  was  in  the  habit  of 
charging  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  I  know  nothing  of  it. 

Question.  Was  Hall  recommended  to  you  as  a  competent  man  for 
the  transaction  of  such  business  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  he  was,  sir.  I  do  not  recollect  who  introduced 
Mr.  Hall  to  me. 

Question.  Did  you  know  anything  about  his  character  before  he  was 
employed  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  business  he  had  been 
engaged  in  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  never  saw  or  heard  of  him  until  the  morning 
he  came  and  offered  me  some  transports  ;  such  is  my  present  recollec- 
tion. 

Question.  Do  you  know  John  E  Acker,  of  New  York? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  vessels  have  been  chartered  from  him? 

Answer.  The  City  of  Hudson.   I  am  not  sure  but  the  Metamora  was. 

Question.  Any  others? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  any  others. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  City  of  Hudson  ? 

Answer.  I  authorized  her  to  be  chartered  last  August,  when  trans- 
ports were  wanted  to  bring  General  McClellan's  army  from  Fort  Mon- 
roe and  York  town. 

Question.  Captain  Hodges  acted  with  you,  did  he  not  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  belong  to  the  quartermaster's  department? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Qaestion.  What  was  his  basiness  in  connexion  with  you  ?  Was  it 
anything  else  than  to  sign  the  charter-parties? 

Answer.  I  conferred  with  him;  bnt  he  did  not  do  much,  more  than 
to  carry  out  the  details. 

Question.  His  business  was  to  sign  the  charters  that  you  determined 
to  execute  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir;  and  aid  me  generally. 

Question.  Why  did  you  not  sign  them  yourself? 

Answer.  The  Secretary  of  War  so  ordered. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  reason  he  assigned? 

Answer.  He  wanted  to  have  it  all  done  through  the  quartermaster's 
department. 

Qaestion.  Was  the  quartermaster's  department  in  any  way  respon- 
sible for  the  contracts  you  made  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  they  were. 

Qaestion.  How? 

Answer.  General  Meigs  gave  Captain  Hodges  general  instructions 
to  carry  out  my  wishes  for  that  McClellan  expedition. 

Question.  Then  it  was  you  that  was  responsible,  and  not  the  quar- 
termaster ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  a  divided  responsibility.  We  conferred 
with  each  other. 

Question.  Did  he  have  anything  to  do  except  to  give  official  char- 
acter and  sanction  by  affixing  his  signature  to  the  charter-party? 

Answer.  I  think  the  responsibility  of  those  charter-parties  for  the 
McClellan  expedition  should  fall  on  me.  I  do  not  think  he  is  re 
sponsible. 

Question.  Then  you  do  not  think  that  the  Secretary's  views  in 
regard  to  fixing  the  responsibility  upon  the  quartermaster's  depart- 
ment were  promoted  ? 

Answer.  The  Secretary  wanted  the  quartermaster's  department  to 
execute  the  papers,  and  attend  to  the  business  generally. 

Question.  I  see  here  in  this  list  several  charter-parties  signed  b; 
W.  M.  Baird,  jr.,  &  Co.;  who  is  he? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  William  M.  Baird  ? 

Answer.  There  is  a  Mr.  Baird,  president  of  a  line  of  steamships  in 
Philadelphia.     I  only  know  him  as  such. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Thomas  Clyde? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  his  vessels  were  chartered  through 
Captain  Loper  or  not? 

Answer.  I  think  not.    Mr.  Clyde  came  direct. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Mr.  Loper  doing  anything  in  connexion 
with  Mr.  Clyde's  business  that  would  entitle  him  to  charge  brokerage? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  directly  from  him  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Did  you  know  of  any  per  cent,  having  been  charged  by 
Captain  Loper  in  Mr.  Flanagan's  cases  ? 

Answer.  1  did  not. 
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Question.  Did  you  charter  directly  of  Anthony  Reybold  ? 

Answer.  I  certainly  did  in  some  cases,  and  I  think  in  all. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anything  having  been  done  in  his  cases 
that  would  entitle  Captain  Loper  to  a  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  except  that  Captain  Loper  has  collected  his 
money  and  attended  to  Mr.  Reybold's  business  generally. 

Question.  Has  he  for  other  parties? 

Answer.  I  think  he  has. 

Question.  Has  he  charged  a  per  cent,  for  that? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Have  any  extraordinary  facilities  been  afforded  to  Cap- 
tain Loper  for  transacting  business  and  securing  payments  in  the  War 
Department  ? 

Answer.  I  recollect  on  one  occasion  Mr.  Loper  was  here,  in  Wash- 
ington, and  was  very  urgent  to  obtain  money,  stating  that  he  had 
advanced  large  sums  of  money  to  various  parties,  and  was  in  urgent 
need  of  it.  He  had  not  only  advanced  his  money,  but  given  his  ac- 
ceptances, an  unusual  thing  f  jr  him  to  do,  as  he  stated,  and  he  was 
very  anxious  to  obtain  some  relief  by  getting  some  money  from  the 
quartermaster's  department. 

Question.  Would  you,  as  agent  of  the  government,  have  chartered 
these  vessels  as  readily  of  the  owners  as  you  would  of  Captain  Loper  ? 
'    Answer.  Certainly. 

Question.  You  know  nothing,  then,  that  Captain  Loper  has  done  for 
the  government,  or  for  these  individuals,  that  would  entitle  him  to  a 
brokerage  or  commission  from  these  parties  upon  their  charter- 
parties  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  except  what  I  have  referred  to— his  advancing 
and  collecting  the  money  for  them. 

Question.  Would  you  as  readily  have  chartered  vessels  of  the 
owners  as  of  A.  C.  Hall  at  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  Certainly.  If  you  will  refer  to  my  report  you  will  see 
that  the  government  advertised  its  wants,  and  directed  them  to  apply, 
and  preferred  dealing  with  the  owners. 

Question.  You  know  of  nothing  that  Mr.  Hall  has  done  to  entitle 
him  to  brokerage  from  individuals? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  further  than  the  owners  seemed  to  have  em- 
ployed him. 

Question.  Did  you  know  that  the  owners  had  employed  him  ? 

Answer.  I  knew  in  regard  to  these  canal  boats.  I  supposed  in 
regard  to  these  canal  boats  that  the  captains  had  employed  him  to 
represent  them. 

Question.  If  you  knew  that,  why  did  you  not  charter  them  directly 
of  the  captainsj' 

Answer.  I  would  have  been  very  glad  to  have  done  that,  but  they 
were  in  Baltimore,  I  was  in  Philadelphia,  and  time  was  a  most  im- 
portant element. 

Question.  How  soon  did  you  want  to  use  them  after  they  were 
chartered  ? 

Answer.  Instanter. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  the  day  on  which  they  were  chartered  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  yoa  remember  how  soon  they  were  used  after  the;  I 
were  chartered  ?  1 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  only  know  I  was  extremely  anxious  to  get 
them  into  immediate  service.* 

Question.  How  soon  after  they  were  chartered  were  they  used  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  that  within  four  days  a  portion  of  those 
barges  were  on  their  way  from  Baltimore  to  Perryville. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  Banks  expedition  ? 

Answer.  I  was  sent  on,  sir,  to  hurry  them  oflF.  ' 

Question.  Did  you  charter  any  of  the  vessels  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  recommend  any  to  be  chartered  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  there  when  the  expedition  sailed? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  Captain  Loper  have  anything  to  do  with  it  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Question.  What  occasion  had  you  to  telegraph  to  Henry  G.  Steb- 
bins  in  regard  to  the  sailing  of  the  Banks  expedition  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did  so. 

Question.  Did  you  not  telegraph  to  Henry  G.  Stebbins  ? 

Answer.  I  may  have  done  so,  but  I  do  not  remember  it. 

Question.  Had  he  any  connexion  with  it  ? 

Answer.  Not  the  most  remote  that  I  am  aware  of,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  any  business  relations  with  him  ? 

Answer.  I  have  had. 

Question.  Have  you  now  ? 

Answer,  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  had  recently  ? 

Answer.  Not  for  months;  not  for  a  year  that  I  recollect. 

Question.  Are  you  a  stockholder  of  the  Philadelphia  and  Baltimore 
Transportation  Company  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  been  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  say  you  know  nothing  of  the  steamer  Patapsco? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  anything  about  her,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  steamer  George  Washington,  now 
called  the  Constitution  ? 

Answer,  I  think  a  steamer  of  that  name  was  seized  here  in  Wash- 
ington some  months,  and  the  owners  came  to  see  me  about  getting 
her  released;  but  I  am  not  sure  about  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  steamer  of  that  name  belonging,  or 
that  did  belong,  to  Cornelius  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Wendell  ever  apply  to  you  to  get  a  charter- 
party,  or  to  take  up  the  vessel  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  anything  of  the  kind.  I  may 
say  I  never  chartered  one  of  him. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  charter  one  for  Bayard  Clark  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir. 

Qaestion.  Did  he  ever  approach  you  on  the  subjecfc  of  chartering 
one? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  him. 

Question.  He  lives  at  Westchester,  New  York. 

Answer.  I  am  not  aware  that  I  know  such  a  man. 

Question.  Do  you  know  about  the  steamer  Champion  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  whether  you  chartered  her  or  not? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it,  sir. 

Question.  I  think  you  testified  that  you  never  gave  any  direction 
to  Colonel  Belger  to  charter  of  Mr.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  As  I  said  before,  I  may  have  done  so  in  some  particular 
case. 

Question.  You  gave  no  such  general  direction  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it.     I  am  very  sure  I  did  not. 

Question.  When  it  was  brouorht  to  your  attention  that  he  was  char- 
tering vessels,  and  that  nobody  else  in  Baltimore  was,  you  did  not 
believe  that  you  had  authority  to  change  it  ? 

Answer.  That  was  never  brought  to  my  attention— -that  he  was 
chartering  all  the  vessels.  I  never  was  aware  of  that.  My  recollec- 
tion is,  that  in  a  casual  conversation  with  General  Meigs  he  spoke  of 
Mr.  Hall's  appearing  to  be  doing  a  very  large  business  in  Baltimore. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Charles  Coblens  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  him  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  having  boats  in  the  employment  of 
the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  heard  that  he  has. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  ones? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  anything  to  do  with  chartering  them? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Question.  Are  you  confident  that  you  did  not  ? 

Answer.  I  am  confident  of  never  having  had  a  transaction  with 
Mr.  Coblens. 

Question.  Neither  by  himself  nor  through  an  agent? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  recollection,  sir. 

Question.  Has  it  ever  been  brought  to  your  attention  that  he  had 
vessels  in  the  government  employment  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  of  it  in  connexion  with  recent  reports  about 
that  man. 

Question.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  John  F.  Pickrell? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  known  him  ? 

Answer.  Eight  or  ten  years. 

Question.  Where  did  you  know  him  ? 

Answer.  I  knew  him  in  Baltimore  and  Philadelphia. 

Question.  What  business  was  he  engaged  in  ? 

Answer.  He  was  engaged  in  a  general  commission  business. 
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Question.  Do  yoa  know  whether  he  has  had  any  transactions  with 
the  government  in  the  matter  of  transportation  ? 

Answer.  I  think  there  was  one  steamer  chartered  through  him.        | 

Question.  What  one  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  rememher  her  name,  sir. 

Question.  You  have  no  recollection  of  more  than  one? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  but  there  may  possibly  have  been  two. 

Question.  Have  not  many  transactions  in  connexion  with  the  char- 
ter of  steamers  to  government  been  done  by  him  with  brokers  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge.  I 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  transactions  with  him  in  years 
gone  by  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  president  of  the  Citizens'  Bank  of 
Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  conference  with  Mr.  Pickrell  in 
regard  to  army  transportation  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  offered  me  one  vessel,  which,  my  recollection 
is,*  was  accepted. 

Question.  Only  one? 

Answer.  It  may,  possibly,  have  been  two,  but  I  do  not  remember 
but  one. 

Question.  Can  you  recollect  the  name  of  either,  if  there  were  two? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  my  recollection  of  it  is  that  it  was  a  small  tug. 

Question.  Was  it  the  Patapsco  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  Was  it  the  Edwin  Forrest? 

Answer.  My  impression  is  that  the  Edwin  Forrest  is  among  those 
of  which  I  have  furnished  a  list  to  you. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  the  Edwin  Forrest? 

Answer.  (Having  examined  list.)  Yes,  sir.  Here  is  the  Edwin 
Forrest  on  the  list,  chartered,  at  forty  dollars  a  day,  through  Mr.  Hall. 

Question.  Do  these  lists  that  you  have  furnished  to  the  committee 
show  the  exact  parties  with  whom  each  charter-party  was  made  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  presume  so.  That  is  a  copy  of  the  report 
made  by  Captain  Hodges  to  me. 

Question.  Of  all  the  vessels  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     I  make  these  a  part  of  my  testimony. 

Question,  Where  you  charter  a  vessel  by  the  month,  if  you  charter 
on  the  20th  of  September  for  thirty  days,  and  she  is  discharged  on 
the  5th  of  November,  do  you  pay  for  two  full  months,  or  for  one  month 
and  a  fraction  ? 

Answer.  I  have  never  paid  anything  ;  but  the  rule  should  be  that 
she  should  only  be  paid  for  the  time  she  is  in  the  service  ;  and  I  am 
very  confident  that  that  is  the  rule. 

Question.  When  was  this  advertisement  from  the  War  Department 
issued  ? 

Answer.  On  the  14th  of  February. 

Question.  Where  were  these  bids  to  be  offered  ? 

Answer.  At  the  War  Department  here. 
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Qnestion.  Were  many  bids  made  ? 

ADswer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  many  ? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  answer,  but  a  large  number. 

Question.  Were  they  of  such  descriptions  of  vessels  as  were  needed 
by  the  government,  and  such  as  were  ultimately  employed  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  many  of  them  were  ;  a  large  proportion. 

Question.  How  many  were  rejected  ?• 

Answer.  Those  that  were  entirely  unsuited  were,  of  course,  rejected. 

Question.  Who  determined  whether  they  were  uosuited  or  not? 

Answer.  I  did,  sir.  It  was  patent.  The  advertisement  was  so 
general  that  all  the  steamships  were  offered.  As  it  was  first  intended 
that  the  troops  should  embark  from  Annapolis,  and  I  knew  that  no 
vessel  drawing  over  ten  feet  water  could  get  there,  I  rejected  all  that 
I  knew  drew  more  than  that. 

Question.  Cannot  a  vessel  drawing  more  than  ten  feet  water  get  to 
Annapolis? 

Answer.  That  is  my  present  recollection  of  it,  sir  ;  I  knew  at  the 
time  exactly.     It  may  have  been  fifteen. 

Question.  Were  any  sailing  ships  offered  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  any  accepted  ? 

Answer.  No  sailing  ships. 

Question.  Were  sailing  schooners?     Brigs?     Brigantines? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  schooners  were. 

Question.  Were  any  rejected  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  Were  any  small-class  steamers  rejected  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  any. 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  these  bids  were  offered  here  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  they  accepted  here  ? 

Answer.  They  were  referred  to  me,  and  then  I  requested  the  owners 
and  the  parties  who  made  the  bids,  to  meet  me  at  certain  times  and 
places. 

Question.  You  took  Captain  Loper  with  you  when  you  went  there? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  had  him  to  inspect  them? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  He  was  acting,  as  you  supposed,  from  purely  patriotic 
motives. 

Answer.  That  was  what  he  assured  me. 

Question.  You  had  no  idea  that  he  was  levying  a  contribution  off 
of  these  parties,  for  whom  he  was  acting  at  the  time  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  any  other  bids  been  issued  for  transportation  by 
the  War  Department  since  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  For  what  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  about  six  weeks  ago  the  quartermaster 
Rep.  Com.  84 23 
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general  adyertised  for  transports  of  light  draught,  to  go  down  south, 
either  to  purchase  or  charter. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  them  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  further  than  General  Van  Vliet  showed  me  an 
order  which  he  had  received  from  Gen.  Meigs,  and  showed  me  a  very 
large  number  of  vessels  which  had  been  offered,  and  wished  to  know 
if  I  knew  about  them. 

Question.  Steamers? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Has  it  not  been  understood  that  ypu  have  been  the  gen- 
eral transportation  agent  for  the  War  Department  for  the  last  two 
years  ? 

Answer.  Not  general. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  chartering  the  vessels  for 
the  Burnside  expedition  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  all  the  vessels  for  that  expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  There  being  great  delay  in  getting  off  the 
Burnside  expedition,  I  was  requested  to  go  on  and  aid  him  in  getting 
the  vessels  he  wanted.  When  I  arrived  there  be  had  procured  a 
large  proportion  of  those  he  wanted.  I  aided  him  in  getting  the 
balance. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  them? 

Answer.  I  did,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  charter  them  through  Captain  Loner? 

Answer.  Not  in  New  York,  sir ;  but  after  General  Burnside  had 
arrived  at  Annapolis  he  telegraphed  me  requesting  me  to  send  Cap- 
taid  Loper  there,  and  I  applied  to  Captain  Loper  and  he  went. 
When  he  got  there  he  aided  General  Burnside  in  embarking  his 
troops,  stores,  &c. 

Question.  Nearly  all  the  steamers  you  have  chartered  yon  have 
chartered  upon  the  recommendation  of  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.  I  had  been  to  inspect  those  for  the  McClellan  expedition. 

Question.  He  was  in  one  way  or  another  connected  with  them  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  with  the  inspection  of  most  of  them. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Captain  Powers  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  many  vessels  have  you  chartered  of  him  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  but  two.    . 

Question.  What  ones  were  those? 

Answer.  The  Monitor,  and  I  think  the  other  one  was  the  Connec- 
ticut. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  steamer  Columbia? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  did  you  charter  her  of? 

Answer.  A.  C.  Hall. 

Question.  At  how  much  ? 

Answer.  At  $360  a  day ;  but  I  wish  to  introduce  somewhere  in 
this  testimony  that  those  prices  were  all  reduced. 

Question.  The  James  Baker  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  her. 
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QuesHon.  The  J.  K.  Kirkman? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  her. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  James  Murray  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   What  do  you  know  of  her  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  James  Murray  was  chartered  for  the  Burnside 
expedition  at  Annapolis. 

Question.   What  was  she  chartered  for? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  steamer  Pocahontas  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  was  she  chartered  of? 

Answer.  I  think  she  belonged  to  some  company  at  Baltimore,  but 
I  do  not  remember  the  name  of  it.  She  was  chartered  for  that 
Burnside  expedition.  She  was  one  of  those  that  General  Burnside 
chartered  himself  down  at  Annapolis.  I  think  it  is  probable  that  I 
signed  the  charter-party. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  a  man  named  J.  Brant  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Has  he  had  any  contract  with  the  government  ? 

Answer.  He  has  chartered  the  steamer  George  Peabody. 

Question.  Where  does  he  live? 

Answer.  At  Baltimore. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  water  contracts  that  he  had 
with  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   Who  male  the  contract  with  him? 

Answer.  I  did,  after  consultation  with  Gen.  Burnside  at  Annapolis. 

Question.  Did  General  Burnside  fix  the  terms  of  it,  or  did  you? 

Answer.  He  knew  what  they  were. 

Question.  Did  you  fix  the  terms? 

Answer.  Gen.  Burnside  fixed  the  terms,  I  think. 

Question.  What  was  the  character  of  that  contract  ? 

Answer.  It  was  to  send  a  large  supply  of  water  down  to  Hatteras 
Inlet,  to  accompany  and  follow  Gen.  Burnside's  expedition. 

Question.  Do  these  papers  that  you  have  presented  include  any- 
thing else  than  the  McClellan  expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  you  have  had  connexion 
with  chartering  other  vessels  besides  those  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  have  chartered  others. 

Question.   Why  did  you  not  produce  those? 

Answer.  I  give  you  the  reasons  in  that  answer  to  the  first  inter- 
rogatory. 

Question.  What  is  that  reason  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not  got  them.  I  had  no  occasion  for  the  record  of 
those  charters.  They  have  all  been  sent  to  the  quartermaster's 
department. 

Question.  Has  every  charter  with  which  you  have  had  any  con- 
nexion  been  sent  to  the  quartermaster's  department  ? 

Answer.  I  take  it  for  granted  that  is  so.     I  know  of  no  exception.. 
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It  was  expected  at  the  time  that  those  chartered  for  this  McClellan 
expedition  would  be  used  for  only  30  days.  If  it  had  been  known 
that  they  would  be  kept  in  service  as  long  as  they  were  the  prices 
could  have  been  very  much  reduced,  and  particularly  as  in  the  spring 
and  summer  there  is  very  much  less  risk,  and  in  July,  after  having 
suggested  several  times  that  the  number  of  transports  should  ^ 
reduced,  I  wrote  a  letter  to  Captain  Hodges,  requesting  him  to  rednoe 
the  prices.  In  July  I  wrote  to  Captain  Hodges  (see  letter  hereto 
appended)  suggesting  that  all  charters  at  $160  or  less  should  be 
reduced  ten  per  cent.  ;  all  over  $150,  and  less  than  $350,  twenty  per 
cent.;  all  over  $350,  twenty-five  per  cent.  I  have  this  morning  obtained 
a  copy  of  your  report  relative  to  the  Banks  expedition,  and  I  6nd  that 
the  Eastern  Queen  was  chartered  for  that  expedition  at  $900  a  day 
for  30  days,  and  $"^00  a  day  for  the  balance  of  the  time  she  may  be 
employed.  She  had  been  previously  chartered  by  me  for  the  Burnside 
expedition  at  $500.  The  steamer  Quinnebaug,  chartered  by  me  at 
$130  a  day,  obtained  $250  on  the  Banks  expedition.  The  Shetucket, 
chartered  at  $150  by  me,  got  $250  on  the  Banks  expedition.  The 
Charles  Osgood,  the  same.  The  James  S.  Green,  at  $200,  by  me, 
was  chartered  at  $250  tor  the  Banks  expedition.  The  steamer  Salvor, 
at  $350,  by  me,  was  chartered  at  $450  for  the  Banks  expedition,  and 
the  steamers  Albany  and  Jersey  Blue,  at  $150  each  by  me,  were  char-' 
tered  at  $250  each  for  the  Banks  expedition.  Those  chartered  by  me 
were  subject  to  ihe  reduction  before  allu<led  to.  They  were  subse- 
quently reduced,  I  believe,  to  the  extent  I  have  stated,  with  the 
exception  of  the  Eastern  Queen,  which  had  been  discharged,  and  pos- 
sibly one  or  two  others,  that  had  been  discharged  before  the  reduction 
was  made. 

JOHN  TUCKER. 


Washington,  Saturday ^  January  31,  1863. 
John  Tucker,  recalled,  testified  further,  as  follows  ; 
Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  I  hand  you  a  list  marked  '*  A,"  furnished  to  this  com- 
mittee by  Captain  E.  F.  Loper,  headed,  "  Steamers  recommended  for 
charter  for  the  use  of  the  expedition  under  command  of  Major  Greneral 
McClellan,  United  States  army."  Are  those  the  vessels,  with  the 
tonnage  and  rates  affixed,  which  were  chartered  by  you  upon  the 
recommendation  of  Mr.  Loper? 

Answer.  These  appear  to  be  the  vessels  which  Captain  Loper 
examined,  and  which  were  chartered  for  the  McClellan  expedition. 
I  have  had  no  opportunity  of  examining  these  prices,  but  1  suppose 
they  agree  with  the  records  of  the  quartermaster's  department.  I 
notice  that  some  of  these  steamers  are  those  which  were  oflTered  to  the 
Secretary  of  War,  in  reply  to  his  advertisement;  at  the  same  time  I 
presume  they  are  those  which  Captain  Loper  examined. 

Question.  Then  I  understand  that  the  vessels  in  this  list,  marked 
A,  furnished  by  Captain  Loper,  were  chartered  for  the  government 
upon  his  inspection  and  recommendation  ? 
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Answer.  I  do  Dot  know  that  he  recommeDded  them  all. 

Question.  It  states  that  he  recommended  them  ? 

Answer.  I  hare  no  doubt  that  is  correct. 

Question.  Tou  say  the  first  time  you  ever  saw  Mr.  Hall  was  at 
Philadelphia,  at  your  office  ? 

Answer,  That  is  as  I  recollect.  ^ 

Question.  Did  he  go  from  Philadelphia  to  Baltimore  at  your 
instance? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  remember  of. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Captain  Loper  advising  him  to  go  back  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  meet  him  again  at  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  soon  after  that  first  meeting  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember.  I  cannot  remember  whether  it  was 
one  month  or  three  months. 

Question.  Was  it  less  than  a  month  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  When  you  first  met  him  in  Baltimore  did  he  have  with 
him  a  list  of  vessels,  with  their  tonnage,  and  a  description  of  those  that 
he  proposed  to  charter  to  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  He  went  on  for  that  purpose— to  charter  vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  so. 

Question.  Did  he  represent  that  he  had  the  vessels  then  in  his 
charge,  ready  to  charter  ? 

Answer.  He  did. 

Question.  Where  did  he  represent  that  they  were  ? 

Answier.  At  Baltimore,  I  understood. 

Question.  Did  he  bring  any  letter  of  recommendation  to  you  from 
any  one  ? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  recollect. 

Questioj^.  You  do  not  remember  that  he  was  recommended  by  any- 
body present? 

Answer.  He  probably  was  introduced  by  somebody,  but  I  do  not 
remember  who. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  the  Matamora,  after  she  was  in  the 
employment  of  the  government,  some  time  between  the  first  and  the 
6th  of  March,  going  on  one  or  two  pleasure  excursions,  down  to  the 
rebel  batteries  on  the  Potomac  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  that  I  do  not  know  anything  about. 

Question.  Do  you  know,  or  did  you  ever  hear,  of  her  receiving  com- 
pensation for  two  or  three  days  before  her  charter-party  went  into  effect, 
before  she  was  actually  taken  into  the  service  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  known  Mr.  Pickrell? 

Answer.  I  should  say  I  have  known  Mr.  Pickrell  for  eight  years. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  business  relations  with  him? 

Answer.  0,  yes,  sir.    We  had  business  operations  together. 

Question,  Did  you  recommend  Mr.  Pickrell  to  Colonel  Belger  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  to  my  recollection. 
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QaestioD.  Did  you  to  any  one? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  In  giving  my  former  testimony,  you  asked  me  if 
I  had  ever  seen  a  man  named  Coblens.  Upon  reflection  I  think  I 
did  see  him  in  Baltimore.  I  passed  part  of  a  day  in  Baltimore  with 
General  Wool,  and  I  called  upon  Colonel  Belger,  or  he  called  upon 
me,  I  havlMbrgotten  which,  and  I  rode  a  horse  that  afternoon  which 
Colonel  Belger  furnished,  and  I  had  the  impression  that  Coblens 
owned  that  horse,  and  that  I  saw  him  ;  but  I  am  not  positive  of  it.  I 
never  had  any  business  transactions  with  him.  I  may  have  been  intro- 
duced to  him  at  Fort  Monroe.  Upon  reflection  I  remember  that  Cap- 
tain Loper  did  not,  as  I  stated  in  my  previous  testimony,  examine  the 
steamers  chartered  in  Baltimore,  viz.,  the  Cecil,  Columbia,  &c.;  but 
only  those  in  Philadelphia  and  New  York,  as  he  was  not  in  Baltimore 
at  the  time,  and  my  remarks  relative  to  his  examination,  &c.,  apply 
only  to  the  transports  chartered  in  Philadelphia  and  New  York  for  the 
McClellan  expedition.  •       JOHN  TUCKER. 

Letter  of  Mr,  Tucker,  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  to  Captain  Hodges,  auUt- 
ant  quartermaster,  in  relation  to  the  reduction  of  prices  of  steamers  alluded 
to  in  Mr,  Tucker^s  testimony. 

War  Department, 
Washington  City,  July  — ,  1862. 

Dear  Sir:  You  are  aware  that  at  the  time  we  chartered  the  transports  for 
General  McClellan's  expedition  we  supposed  that  they  would  only  be  required 
for  about  thirty  days.  It  was  then  assumed  that  these  vessels  would  have  to 
make  their  trip  to  and  from  Fort  Monroe  in  the  boisterous  month  of  MarcL 
The  marine  insurance,  especially  on  the  bay  and  river  steamers,  was  enormously 
high.  Many  of  these  steamboats  had  to  be  withdrawn  from  their  regular  lines, 
with  an  uncertainty  as  to  the  length  of  time  their  services  would  be  required. 
Under  such  circumstances,  and  especially  from  the  urgent  necessity  of  procuring 
such  immense  transportation  facilities,  the  compensation  agreed  upon  was  very 
much  higher  than  would  have  been  paid,  or  even  demanded,  had  it  then  been 
known  that  these  transports  would  have  been  required  for  so  many  months. 
I  do  not  purpose  to  make  any  changes,  however,  in  the  compensation  of  barges 
or  sailing  vessels,  as,  at  the  present  time,  I  doubt  if  they  could  be  chartered  at 
lower  rates ;  and  many  of  the  owners  of  these  I  know  would  be  glad  to  have 
them  discharged  from  service.  It  is  very  diflferent,  however,  with  the  steamers. 
I  therefore  wish  you  to  avail  of  the  earliest  opportunity  to  make  the  following 
proposition  to  the  various  parties  who  chartered  steamers,  viz :  a  reduction  on 
all  charters  at  $150,  or  less,  10  per  cent.;  all  over  $150  and  less  than  $350,  20 
per  cent. ;  all  over  $350,  25  per  cent. ;  as  nearly  all  these  charters  were  made 
late  in  February,  or  early  in  March,  the  change  to  take  eflfect  at  the  end  of  a 
month's  services,  late  in  July  and  early  in  August. 

You  will  please  report  to  me  the  decision  of  the  parties  as  early  as  possible, 
as  it  is  intended  to  discharge  at  an  early  day  such  as  may  refuse  to  make  the 
the  abatement.  Should  any  contend  that  a  reduction  of  20  and  25  per  cent,  is 
too  large,  which  I  am  confident  will  not  generally  be  the  case,  you  will  please 
remind  them  that  for  five  months  they  have  been  most  liberally  compensated. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  TUCKER, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  War, 

Captain  Henry  C.  Hodges, 

Assistant  Quartermaster,  New  York, 
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Washington,  Monday^  January  26, 1863. 
Cornelius  Wendell,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

.    Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  your  residence. 

Answer.  Washington. 

Question.  Your  occupation  ? 

Answer.  Printer. 

Question.  Are  you  the  owner,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  any  steam 
vessels  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not. 

Question.  Have  you  been  ?, 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  What  vessels  ? 

Answer.  The  steamer  George  Washington. 

Question.  When  did  you  buy  her  ? 

Answer.  In  1858,  I  think. 

Question.  When  did  you  part  with  your  interest  in  her  ? 

Answer.  I  think  on  the  8th  day  of  January  last. 

Question.  To  whom  did  you  sell  her? 

Answer.  I  left  a  blank  bill  of  sale  in  the  hands  of  a  friend,  the  blank 
to  be  filled  up  with  the  name  of  the  purchaser.  I  do  not  remember 
whose  name  was  inserted,  but  Mr.  Bayard  Clark,  of  Ne^  York,  nego- 
tiated it.  He  resides  in  Westchester  county  ;  his  post  office  address 
is  New  York  city.  He  was  the  negotiating  man.  I  think  his  was 
not  the  name  to  be  filled  in. 

Question.  Was  that  steamer,  whilst  you  remained  an  owner,  em- 
ployed by  the  government  of  the  United  States  ? 

Answer.  She  was. 

Question.  When  did  you  charter  her  to  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  chartered  her,  through  my  captain,  to  Mr.  Bayard  Clark, 
I  think,  in  April  or  May,  1862. 

Question.  For  how  much? 

Answer.  For  $100  a  day. 

Question.  How  long  did  that  charter  last? 

Answer.  That  charter-party,  or  a  new  one,  is  still  existing,  as  I  am 
informed  and  believe.     She  is  still  in  the  service. 

Question.  Has  she  been  continually  in  the  employment  of  the  gov- 
ernment from  April  or  May,  1862,  until  the  present  time? 

Answer.  So  I  have  been  informed  and  believe,  with  a  slight  interval 
between  the  expiration  of  the  first  charter  and  the  present  one. 

Question.  When  did  the  first  charter  expire? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell.  It  was  to  have  been  ninety  days,  if  my 
memory  serves  me,  from  the  time  she  reached  Hilton  Head. 

Question.  Was  she  sent  to  Hilton  Head  immediately  upon  the 
charter  being  executed  ? 

Answer.  Yes^  sir. 

Question.  Then  she  probably  reached  Hilton  Head  in  May,  1862  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.    I  think  she  commenced  in  June,  1862.    There 
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was  some  trouble  about  her  getting  in.  She  was  arrested,  taken  for 
a  blockade  runner,  and  sent  back.  There  was  some  little  delay  in 
getting  her  there.  Ninety  days  from  the  time  she  arrived  her  charter 
expired. 

Question.  Was  that  charter  payable  to  you  ?       ^ 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  chartered  her  to  Bayard  Clark  for  $100  a  day, 
and  Bayard  Clark  chartered  her  to  ffovernment. 

Question.  At  how  much  did  he  cnarter  her  to  the  government? 

Answer.  At  $350  a  day.  I  saw  the  charter,  and  am  positive  that  it 
was  $350  per  day. 

Question.  Then  Bayard  Clark's  profits  on  the  boat  were  $260  a  day? 

-Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  think  that  you  were  getting  a  fair  compensation 
for  the  boat  when  you  chartered  her  at  $100  a  day  ? 

Answer.  O,  yes,  sir.  I  was  richly  paid.  I  would  have  let  them 
have  her  at  $50  rather  than  not  have  her  go  in. 

Question.  Do  you  say  that  you  have  seen  the  last  charter-party  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  the  first  one. 

Question.  By  whom  was  it  signed? 

Answer.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Campbell,  and  Fuller.  Fuller  on 
behalf  of  the  government.  Campbell,  as  Clark  informed  me,  was  his 
(Clark's^  agent. 

Question.  Who  was  Fuller  ? 

Answer.  The  quartermaster,  as  I  was  informed  at  Hilton  Head,  on 
General  Hunfer'a  staff. 

Question.  Have  any  repairs  been  put  upon  this  vessel  by  govern- 
ment? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  the  government  had  knocked  away  her 
upper  works  and  made  a  gunboat  of  her.  She  got  a  terrible  racking 
going  around.  She  was  a  little  river  boat  that  ran  from  Albany  down 
to  Newburgh.  Scant  two  hundred  tons.  I  had  been  trying  to  get 
her  chartered  directly  to  the  government.  I  would  have  been  glad  to 
have  got  $100  a  day  for  her  direct  from  government,  and  I  would  have 
taken  $50  rather  than  not  have  chartered  her,  because  she  was  dead 
stock  at  the  time.  I  applied  many  times  to  Mr.  Tucker,  Assistant 
Secretary  of  War,  to  get  him  to  charter,  but  I  did  not  succeed. 


Washington,  Tuesday^  January  27,  1863. 
•     Hbnry  Diggs,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows  : 
Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  where  you  reside  and  what  is  your  occupation. 

Answer.  I  reside  in  the  city  of  Baltimore  ;  my  occupation  ia  clerk 
and  bookkeeper  for  John  F.  Pickrell. 

Question.  Do  you  keep  the  books  of  Charles  Coblens  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  any  books  belonging  to  Charles  Coblens. 
I  was  talking  with  Mr.  Coblens  yesterday.  His  papers  he  told  me 
were  all  deposited  in  the  Citizens'  Bank  as  collateral  security  for  what 
he  owes  the  bank,  his  charter-parties,  vouchers,  and  bills  of  sale. 
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Question.  He  has  no  books  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  in  his  employment  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  compensation  of  Mr.  Charles 
Ooblens  of  any  description  whatever  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  transaction  between  Pickrell  and 
Coblens  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Pickrell  is  a  merchant,  and  does  business  as  a  com- 
mission merchant  for  Mr.  Coblens. 

Question.  He  does  Coblens's  business? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  long  has  he  been  engaged  as  Coblens's  commission 
merchant? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know,  I  having  been  in  Mr.  Pickrell's  employ- 
ment  for  but  a  short  time. 

Question.  For  how  long  a  time  have  you  been  there  in  his  employ- 
ment? 

Answer.  Since  the  first  of  October. 

Question.  Are  they  partners  in  any  transactions  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  they  are. 

Question.  Are  they  jointly  interested  in  any  vessels  ? 

Answer.  It  does  not  appear  so  from  the  books  ? 

Question.  According  to  the  books,  who  appears  to  be  the  owner  of 
the  Patapsco? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Of  the  Baltimore? 

Answer.  Mr.  Coblens,  Mr.  McFarlane  and  Samuel  Bell. 

Question.  Does  Mr.  Pickrell  have  any  interest  in  her? 

Answer.  I  don't  see  his  name  mentioned. 

Question.  Has  he'any  interest  in  the  Edwin  Forrest? 

Answer.  I  don't  see  his  name  in  connexion  with  her. 

Question.  Has  he  any  interest  in  the  Fairy  Queen? 

Answer.  I  don't  see  his  name  connected  with  any  of  these  vessels. 

Question.  With  no  vessel  whatever  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  So  far  as  you  know  from  the  books  of  Mr.  Pickrell,  he  is 
sot  the  owner  in  whole  or  in  part  of  any  vessel  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  as  appears  from  the  books. 

Question.  What  kind  of  business  does  Mr.  Pickrell  transact  for  Mr. 
Coblens  ? 

Answer.  He  appears  to  be  disbursing  agent,and  receives  commissions. 

Question.  What  commissions  does  he  receive? 

Answer.  It  is  five  per  cent. 

Question.  Five  per  cent,  for  doing  what? 

Answer.  For  disbursing  and  acting  as  commission  merchant. 

Question.  Five  per  cent,  for  paying  out  mon*^y? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  collecting. 

Question.  Does  he  not  receive  more  than  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  see  anything  more  that  is  charged? 
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Qaestion.  Do  Mr.  Pickrell's  books  show  that  he  has  received  from 
Mr.  Coblens  any  other  sam  than  this  commission  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  his  books  show  that  he  has  received  any  sums  for 
chartering  the  boats  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  his  books  show  any  large  accumulation  of  capital  or 
wealth  during  the  last  year  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  have  with  me  and  can  show  you  a  copy  of  his 
balance-sheet,  which  I  drew  off  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Pickrell. 

Question.  Whose  balance-sheet  is  this  ? 

Answer.  John  F.  Pickrell's. 

Question.  I  see  here  charged,  cost  of  the  James  Murray,  $7,310. 
What  does  that  mean? 

Answer.  That  is  the  cost,  and  expenses,  and  repairs. 

Question.  Do  you  understand  from  that  item  in  the  balance-sheet 
that  Mr.  Pickrell  is  the  owner  of  that  amount  in  the  James  Murray, 
or  is  that  the  amount  that  he  has  disbursed  for  and  on  account  of 
Charles  Coblens  ? 

Answer.  That  shows  the  amount  of  the  cost  of  the  vessel,  and  the 
expenses  on  the  vessel. 

Question.  Why  is  that  charge  entered  on  this  balance-sheet  ? 

Answer.  That  is  done  for  the  purpose  of  closing  the  account. 

Question.  Closing  the  account  with  whom? 

Answer.  It  is  for  closing  the  account  and  carrying  the  balance  to 
disbursements  of  Charles  Coblens. 

Question.  You  say  that  the  books  of  Mr.  Pickrell  do  not  show 
that  he  is  the  owner  of  any  part  of  the  James  Murray  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  they  don't. 

Question.  You  have  no  knowledge  that  he  is? 

Answer.  No  knowledge  at  all. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  he  is  not? 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it  at  all.  I  have  never  seen  any 
of  the  charter,  parties  or  bills  of  sale. 

Question.  I  see  here  against  the  name  ''  Samuel  Bell/'  |5,914  25. 
Is  that  against  an  individual  or  a  steamer  ? 

Answer.  Samuel  Bell  is  an  individual. 

Question.  I  see  down  here  against  the  name,  as  the  cost  of  the  Tele- 
graph, $6,326  20.  Is  that  the  amount  Pickrell  advanced  to  buy 
Coblens's  interest  in  the  Telegraph  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  understand  it  as  such.  That  is  the  amount  paid 
for  the  Telegraph  and  the  costs. 

Question.  The  amount  paid  by  whom  ? 

Answer.  By  Mr.  Pickrell,  as  I  understand  it. 

Question.  The  Baltimore  is  down  at  $15,950.  Is  that  the  amount 
paid  by  Mr.  Coblens  for  the  Baltimore,  or  is  it  for  cost  and  repairs  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is  somewhere  about  that  amount  for  Mr.  Cob- 
lens's  share,  which  is  over  half,  f  J ;  it  is  cost  and  repairs. 

Question.  The  Patapsco  is  down  at  $1,800  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  is  the  original  cost  of  the  Patapsco. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  of  that? 
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Answer.  So  I  have  been  told.     It  is  only  hearsay. 

Question.  You  understand  that  these  items  th^tare  in  this  balance- 
sheet  set  against  the  names  ot  the  James  Murray ,  the  Telegraph,  the 
Baltimore,  the  Patai)SCo,  the  Haswell,  the  Fairy  Queen,  Edwin  For- 
rest, and  Lioness^  are  the  amounts  which  the  vessels  cost  Mr.  Coblens, 
and  are  the  value  of  Coblens's  interest  ? 

Answer.  That  is  the  whole  cost  of  the  vessel,  as  I  understand  it, 
including  the  expenses. 

Question.  Is  Mr.  Coblens,  according  to  this  balance  sheet,  charged 
five  per  cent,  on  the  amount  of  the  cost  of  these  vessels  ? 

Answer.  He  is  charged  five  per  cent,  upon  the  receipts  of  each  of 
these  vessels 

Question/l  find  here,  "Profit  and  loss  $33,852  16."  What  is 
included  in  that? 

Answer.  That  includes,  I  suppose,  all  the  profits — the  comrais^ons 
of  Mr.  Pickrell  on  the  receipts.  These  books  of  Mr.  Pickrell  are  of 
long  standing.  They  extend  back  to  long  before  I  went  there.  I 
have  been  there  but  a  very  short  time. 

Question.  How  far  does  this  balance-sheet  go  back  ? 

Answer.  It  goes  back  several  years.  I  do  not  remember  e^xactly 
the  time,  btt  long  before  I  was  in  Mr.  Pickrell's  employment. 

Question.  Did  you  make  this  account  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  swear  that  that  is  a  correct  account? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  a  correct  account  from  the  books. 

Question.  You  have  no  knowledge  of  Mr.  Pickrell  having  the 
slightest  interest  in  any  steamboat,  or  other  vessel  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it. 

Question.  You  never  have  heard  any  conversatipn  between  Coblens 
and  Pickrell  to  that  effect  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Nothing  on  the  books  of  Mr.  Pickrell  would  indicate 
anything  of  the  kind  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  never  have  kept  the  books  of  Mr.  Coblens? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  He  says  he  has  no  books.  He  told  me  yester* 
day  his  papers  are  deposited  in  the  Citizens'  Bank. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  known  Charles  Coblens?        ' 

Answer.  I  never  saw  him  until  after  I  went  to  Mr.  Pickrell* s. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Pickrell  doing  Mr.  Coblens's  business  when 
you  went  there  to  work  for  Mr.  Pickrell  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

HENRY  DIGG8. 
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Washington,  Tuesday^  January  27,  1863. 
William  T.  Rice,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows  : 

Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  State  where  you  reside,  Captain  Rice,  how  long  you  have 
resided  there,  and  what  your  occupation  is. 

Answer.  I  reside  in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  and  have  resided  there 
all  my  life,  which  has  been  fifty  years.  I  have  been  steamboating, 
off  and  on,  for  twenty-odd  years. 

Question.  Have  you  within  the  last  year  owned  a  vessel  ? 

Answer.  I  have  owned  the  steamboat  Cecil. 

Question.  When  did  you  part  with  your  interest  in  her  ? 

Answer. .  July  16th,  1862. 

Question.  Had  she  prior  to  that  time  been  in  the  employment  of 
the  government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  she  was  at  that  time. 

Question.  When  was  she  employed  ? 

Answer.  In  February,  1862. 

Question.  Who  was  she  chartered  by  ? 

Answer.  By  me. 

Question.  To  whom  ? 

Answer.  To  the  government,  through  A.  C.  Hall,  of  Baltimore, 
and  Captain  Hodges.  I  never  met  Captain  Hodges  until  April  or 
May,  and  then  in  New  York,  where  I  went  for  the  pay  of  the  boat. 

Question.  At  what  rate? 

Answer.  The  understanding  was  at  $75  a  day ;  but  when  we  came 
to  sign  the  charter-party,  we  found  we  were  to  get  five  dollars  more, 
and  it  was  $80.  I  went  to  A.  C.  Hall's  office  several  times  to  sign  the 
charter-party,  but  was  told  Captain  Hodges  had  not  yet  come  on.  The 
steamboat  Cecil  left  Baltimore  March  12,  1862  ;  I  sent  her  away  in 
charge  of  my  mate,  as  the  charter-party  was  not  signed  yet.  Some  days 
after  the  boat  left  I  was  at  A.  C.  HalVs  office.  He  called  me  out  to  the 
door  and  said  :  **  I  got  you  $80  per  day  ;  you  can  give  me  the  extra 
five."  I  said  nothing.  He  continued,  "  Go  in  and  give  my  clerk  the 
dimensions  of  the  boat,  and  he  will  fill  up  the  charter."  I  did  so  ;  and 
in  a  few  days  called,  and  found  the  charter  had  been  signed  by  Cap- 
tain Hodges,  and  I  took  it  and  left. 

Question.  What  became  of  that  ? 

Answer.  It  all  came  to  me,  except  a  portion  that  Mr.  Hall  claimed. 

Question.  How  much  did  he  claim,  and  how  much  did  you  pay? 

Answer.  When  he  first  sent  for  me  he  claimed  $262,  and  some  cents, 
but  after  talking  about  it  for  some  time,  I  told  him  his  charge  was 
enormous,  and  I  did  not  think  he  was  entitled  to  anything  at  all  ;  but 
he  told  me  that  he  had  been  to  Philadelphia,  and  had  been  to  a  great 
deal  of  trouble  and  expense,  and  that  everybody  else  was  paying  him. 
He  said  that  he  had  caused  everybody  else  but  steamboat  owners  to 
give  him  a  written  obligation,  but  supposing  that  steamboat  owners 
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were  gentlemen,  and  understood  what  they  were  about,  he  thought  it 
was  not  necessary.  I  still  demurred  and  would  not  pay  it.  Before 
this  conversation  with  Mr.  Hall  took  place  I  had  talked  with  Mr. 
John  Henderson,  corner  of  Commerce  street  and  Baltimore.  He  met 
me  in  the  street  and  asked  me  if  Hall  intended  to  charge  me  a  com- 
mission. I  said,  not  that  I  was  aware  of,  and  that  I  thought  he  was 
not  entitled  to  any.  Said  he,  **  Is  it  not  in  the  charter-party  ?'  *  I  said, 
**No."  I  asked  him  if  he  intended  to  pay  him  any.  He  replied  he 
thought  not.  **  He  said  if  I  went  to  Washington  with  the  matter  it 
would  raise  trouble.  He  left,  and  in  a  day  or  two  after,  this  conver- 
sation with  Mr.  Hall  took  place.  He  demanded  $262  ;  and  I  de- 
murred. I  went  off  and  saw  Mr.  Henderson  again.  The  boat  was 
then  on  the  Potomac.  Mr.  Henderson  said  it  might  possibly  be  that 
he  had  had  a  good  deal  of  trouble,  and  he  might  be  entitled  to  one 
month's  pay,  but  not  more  than  one  month's  pay.  I  went  to  Mr. 
Hall  and  said,  '^  I  am  willing  to  compensate  you  for  any  trouble  you 
have  had  in  the  matter^  but  I  don't  think  you  are  entitled 
to  anything  in  this  way."  He  said,  "Yes,  you  must  pay  me 
that."  Finally,  he  began  to  talk  pretty  strong.  He  said,  '^You 
were  willing  to  charter  this  boat  for  fifty  dollars  a  day?"  I  said, 
"Yes,  I  was  willing  that  the  government  should  have  her  for  what- 
ever they  were  willing  to  give,  if  it  was  $50  a  day,  and  I  told  you  I 
thought  the  government  had  been  imposed  upon ;  that  boats  inferior 
to  her  and  with  less  cost  had  been  getting  a  larger  price."  He  said, 
"You  were  willing  to  take  $50,  and  I  got  you  $73,  and  then  $80, 
and  you  ought  to  be  willing  to  pay  this."  Said  I,  "To  settle  this,  I 
will  give  you  $150."  He  took  it.  This  was  some  time,  I  think,  in 
May.  Some  six  weeks  or  two  months  after  that  he  sent  for  me  again, 
and  I  went  to  see  him.  He  told  me  he  wanted  more  commissions. 
Said  I,  "You  are  not  entitled  to  any  at  all  that  you  have  received.  I 
have  settled  with  you  and  I  cannot  give  you  any  more."  He  then 
took  me  from  the  office  to  the  back  of  the  store  and  said,  "You  are  a 
secessionist."  Said  I,  "Am  I?  Who  told  you  that?"  Said  he,  "I 
can  prove  it."  Said  I,  "Whoever  told  you  that  told  you  an  infamous 
falsehood;  let  my  prejudices  be  what  they  may,  I  will  not  defraud  the 
government.  My  boat  is  chartered  for  less  than  perhaps  any  other 
to  government  and  has  performed  her  duties  night  and  day.  While 
I  was  there  my  mate  received  instructions  never  to  fail  to  do  every- 
thing to  aid  and  advance  the  government."  Said  he,  "I  got  a  letter 
this  morning,  and  if  you  don't  pay  this  I  will  get  you  into  trouble. 
I  got  a  letter  this  morning,  saying,  *Did  Rice  pay  his  commission.' 
You  will  make  enough  money  out  of  the  boat  and  must  pay  it."  I 
said,  "Yes^  I  have  no  fault  to  find  with  the  price,  but  I  will  not  con- 
sent to  this  levying  of  black  mail.  It  is  principle  with  me  alto- 
gether." He  said,  "You  had  better  do  it."  I  refused  and  went 
away.  I  met  him  after  that  one  day  on  Baltimore  street ;  I  was  with 
my  wife.  He  was  in  an  omnibus  car  and  nodded  to  me  as  he  went  by. 
By  the  time  1  got  home  he  was  there  too.  He  had  jumped  on  another 
car.  He  said,  "I  have  come  down  to  see  about  this  commission.  If 
you  don't  want  to  get  yourself  into  trouble  you  had  better  pay  it." 
I  said,  "I  have  told  you  already  that  I  would  not  do  it.     It  is  a  prin- 
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ciple  with  me."     Says  he,  **Then  I'll  show  you  what  will  happen.    I 
didn't  think  you  woald  act  in  this  way.     You  are  the  only  man 
among  the  steamboat  men  that  has  refused  to  pay  me,  and   some  of 
them  have  paid  me  liberally."     He  made  more  remarks  and  weot 
away  threatening.     This  was  on  the  14th.     The  next  morning,  on  the 
15th,  Mr.  Pickrell  came  down.     He  gave  mo  a  very  kind  greeting 
and  said  to  me,  ''Mr.  Hall  tells  me  that  you  own  the  Cecil,  and  that 
she  is  discharged  from  the  government  service.     Did  you  know  it?" 
I  said,  '4  did  not  know  it."     Said  he,  ''Hall  told  me  this  morniog 
that  the  Cecil  was  discharged,  that  he  had  got  a  letter  from  Captain 
Hunt,  at  Old  Point,  that  he  wanted  a  boat  down  there,  and  he  said 
Mr  Rice  has  a  boat  that  will  suit  the  purpose,  and  he  has  no  use  for 
her  as  she  is  now  discharged  and  you  may  buy  her  very  cheap." 
He  asked  me  what  I  would   take  for  her.     I  said,  "This  thing  is 
bothering  me  a  great  deal.     Do  you  really  wish  to  buy  the  boat?" 
He  said,  '*Yes,  I   do."     "Then,"  said   I,  "you   may  have   her  for 
$5,000."     He  said,  "I  won't  give  the  half  of  that,  and  began  talking 
about  her."     Said  I,  "There  is  no  use  to  talk  about  it.     She  is  worth 
that,  if  she  is  a  good  boat,  and  with  her  charter  she  is  certainly 
worth  |10,000,  but  to  get  rid  of  this  matter,  I  will  sell  her  for  |5,000. 
He  said,  '*8he  is  not  worth  that,  for  she  is  discharged."     I  said,  '*I 
do  not  know  anything  about  that."     He  lefc,  went  to  his  carriage, 
and  returned  and  said,  "Take  a  thousand  off  of  that."     I  said  "No; 
two  months  of  the  charter  will  pay  the  cost  of  the  boat."     He  re- 
marked, "Well,  perhaps  she  is  not  discharged.    If  she  was  not  dis- 
charged she  would      If  you  will  wait  until  three  o'clock  this  after- 
noon I  will  give  you  an  answer."     "Very  well,"  said  I.     About  an 
hour  or  two  after  that  a  note  came  to  me  from  Captain  Applegarth, 
that  he  desired  to  see  me  on  very  particular  business^  important  to 
myself.     I  went  down.     He  said,  "There  is  a  difficulty  between  you 
and  Hall,  about  the  commission.     He  continued,  "I  know  this  thing 
of  paying  commission  is  very  hard,  but  you  had  better  submit  to  it 
as  you  are  making  money.     Hall  told  me  to  tell   you  that  if  you 
would    pay   your    commission    the    boat   was   not    discharged,   and 
you    may   pay   what    he  claims  and    keep   her.      I  have    to   pay 
conjmission    too.     I   went    to    Colonel    Belger    and    told    him    it 
was  hard.     He  said  it  was  hard  but  I  had   to  do  it.     I  told  Hall 
that  I   would  not  do  it  and  could  not.     But  he  insisted  upon  it." 
That  afternoon,  at  3  o'clock,  Mr.   Pickrell  sent  his  man  down  to 
take  the  boat.     The  next  morning  I  went  up  at  9  o'clock,  witli  an 
instrument  stating  that  the  business  was  closed  that  day,  and  the 
money  paid,  and  wont  to  a  notary  public  and  gave   him   all   the 
information  he  desired,  and  at  half-past  eleven  told  Mr   Pickrell  that 
the  bill  of  sale  was  ready,  if  he  would  sign  it.     He  said,  "The  man 
I  bought  her  for  is  not  here."     I  asked,  "Didn't  you   buy  her  for 
Mr.  Hall?"     He  said,  "  No,  for  Mr.  Coblens."     I  then  said,  "  I  do 
not  know  Mr.  Coblens."     He  said,  ''Where  is  your  charter?"    1 
told  him  it  was  at  home.     He  said,  "  We  must  have  the  charter."     I 
told  him,  "  You  can't  have  that  until  I  am  paid  by  the  government. 
It  is  the  only  thing  I  have  to  show  for  my  claim  for  payment  when  I 
go  down  to  Washigton."     Said  he,  "  I  will  pay  you  what  the  gov- 


TESTIMONY.  367 

ernment  owes  yon."  I  said,  if  he  did,  he  could  have  it.  When  I 
lefl  him  I  requested  him  to  have  his  check  indorsed  good  by  the 
cashier  of  the  bank.  I  went  down  home,  and  brought  up  the  charter- 
party.  When  I  returned  Mr.  Pickrell  said,  "  I  don't  know  that  the 
government  owes  you  anything.  Do  you  expect  me  to  pay  you  ?"  I 
said,  '*You  told  me  to  get  the  charter-party,  and  that  you  would  pay 
me  what  the  government  owes^  but  I  am  to  take  your  word  for  it." 
I  told  him  I  did  not  want  him  to  pay  me;  that  I  could  go  to  Washing- 
ton and  get  the  pay.  He  got  up  and  walked  up  and  down  the  floor, 
apparently  very  angry,  saying,  ''Captain  Rice,  you  are  a  very  stubborn 
man,  and  that  I  (Mr.  Pickrell)  must  get  my  check  marked  good." 
By  that  time  the  Jew  came  in,  who  I  never  had  seen  before.  Mr. 
Pickrell  said  to  him,  **This  is  Captain  Rice;  if  you  choose  to  have 
any  dealings  with  him  you  can  do  so,  for  -my  part  I  wash  my  hands 
of  him."  1  replied,  '*Mr.  Pickrell,  then  we  will  consider  our  busi- 
ness at  an  end,"  and  started  out.  He  called  me  back  and  said, 
^'Captain  Rice,  what  is  it  you  want."  I  said,  **  I  want  you  to  go  by 
that  writing  which  you  signed  this  morning."  He  replied,  **  It  is 
not  worth  the  paper  it  is  written  on."  He  then  said.  '*Are  you  will- 
ing? to  put  the  charter-party  in  a  third  person's  hands?"  I  replied, 
**  Yes,  Mr.  C.  Morton  Stuart  "  He  objected  and  said,  *' Put  it  in 
Mr.  Hall's  hands."  I  told  him  I  would  not.  He  said,  ''Don't  you 
think  ho  is  an  honest  man?"  I  answered,  ''  I  have  nothing  to  say 
about  that.  I  do  not  want  to  have  any  business  with  him.  If  you 
want  to  do  any  business  with  me  in  this  matter  you  must  go  before  a 
notary  public."  I  left.  The  Jew  followed  me  to  Mr.  Stuart's. 
After  a  good  deal  of  hesitation  he  gave  me  a  check  for  the  boat,  and 
I  retained  the  charter.  A  day  or  two  afterwards  Major  Miller  paid 
me  Qver  at  Washington,  and  my  transactions  here  ended.  I  left  the 
charter  with  Mr.  Stuart,  where  P.  got  it. 

Question.  How  long  did  she  remain  in  the  employment  of  the  gov- 
ernment ? 

Answer.  She  is  in  the  employment  of  the  government  now.  She 
has  been  in  Baltimore  eight  or  ten  weeks,  undergoing  repairs,  but  she 
has  gone  away. 

Question.  At  the  same  rate  as  before  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  How  large  a  boat  is  she? 

Answer.  She  is  120  tons — a  very  fine  little  boat,  sir.  She  was  at 
a  less  price,  I  think,  sir,  than  any  other  boat  he  has  got  in  the 
service. 

Question.  Is  it  understood  in  Baltimore  that  Mr.  Hall  exacts  a 
compensation  from  everybody  who  charters  a  vessel  ? 

Answer.  It  is  now,  sir,  I  believe. 

Question.  Has  it  been? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  was  prior  to  the  charter  of  our  boats. 

Question.  Prior  to  what  time  ? 

Answer.  About  February,  1862.  In  fact,  I  had  no  business  with 
Mr.  Hall  at  all.  I  did  not  know  much  about  him.  I  do  not  know 
what  others  might  have  known.     I  never  had  had  any  business  with 
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him,  except  on  one  or  two  occasions.     I  thought  it  was  better  not  to 
have  anything  to  do  with  him.     He  sent  for  me  in  February. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  know  anything  about  Hall  before  the§e 
transactions  ? 

Answer,  Very  little  myself  I  knew  of  him. 

Question.  What  was  his  reputation  ? 

Answer.  His  reputation  has  been  bad. 

Question.  Has  that  always  been  his  reputation  before  these  trans- 
actions ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir.  He  has  always  been  looked  upon  as  a  man 
who,  as  the  saying  is,  ^'had  an  itching  palm."  He  loved  money  and 
in  order  to  obtain  it  he  would  let  principle  go.  He  subsequently 
bought  an  old  iron  boat  called  the  Patapsco  for  $1,200 — an  old  boat 
that  had  been  thrown  away,  as  perfectly  useless,  by  the  commissioners 
for  deepening  the  harbor  of  Baltimore.  They  threw  her  away  and 
Hall  went  down  and  bought  her  last  February  or  March  for  $1,200, 
and  put  her  in  this  man  Coblens's  name,  and  chartered  her  to  the 
government  at  $80  a  day,  as  I  am  informed.  She  cannot  do  service 
enough  to  pay  for  the  fuel  she  consumes.  She  is  a  double  engine  boat 
and  was  built  for  South  America  in  1845,  I  think.  The  commis- 
sioners for  deepening  the  harbor  of  Baltimore  bought  her.  They  soon 
found  that  they  had  bou;2;ht  something  of  very  little  profit  and  threw 
her  aside,  and  got  a  new  one.  She  paid  for  herself  before  the  end  of 
the  first  month.  They  had  an  old  barge  down  here  for  which  they  got 
$70  a  day.  She  was  worth  about  $300 — the  barge  Delaware.  She  at 
first  belonged  to  a  company  and  Hall  bought  her  for  $1,500,  I  think. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  it  comes  that  Mr.  Hall  had  the  charge 
of  all  this  business  in  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Question.  Is  it  understood  in  Baltimore  that  it  is  impossible  to 
charter  a  vessel  to  government  except  through  Mr.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  that  it  was,  sir,  that  it  was  necessary  to  so 
to  Hall.  ^       ^ 

WILLIAM  T.  RICE. 


Washington,  Sunday ^  Jan.  31.  18G3. 
Anthony  Reybold,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows  : 
Examined  by  the  chairman. 

Question.  Stato  your  name,  residence  and  occupation. 

Answer.  My  name  is  Anthony  Reybold  ;  my  residence,  Delaware 
city  ;  my  occupation  is  farming  principally. 

Question.  Are  you  the  owner,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  any  vessels 
now  in  the  employment  of  the  United  States  government,  or  that  have 
been  in  its  employment  within  the  last  eighteen  months  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  State  their  names  ? 

Answer.  The  William  Whilldin,  and  the  Express — some  of  them 
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have  n6t  been  in  eighteen  months — a  small  one  called  the  Star ;  the 
Diamond  State,  and  the  John  Tncker,  I  own.  Then  I  am  part  owner 
in  some  others.  I  own  one-fourth  of  the  steamer  Burnside,  and  re- 
cently I  owned  one-half  of  the  Wilson  Small ;  I  own  one-ninth  of  the 
Swan  ;  she  belongs  to  a  company  of  us  in  Delaware.  She  has  been 
recently  chartered.     I  believe  that  is  all. 

Question.  Are  you  the  president  of  a  steamboat  transportation 
company  P 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  State  through  whom  you  effected  your  charters  to  the 
government. 

Answer.  The  first  boat  that  was  taken  was  the  Whilldin.  The 
circumstances  attending  that  were,  I  was  down  at  Baltimore,  at  the 
time  of  the  riot  there,  and  going  up  that  night  in  the  Ericson  boat, 
all  things  were  in  excitement. 

Question.  State  through  whom  you  effected  your  charters. 

Answer.  I  want  to  mention  this,  as  it  is  the  starting  point.  That 
riot  there  in  Baltimore  was  on  the  19th  of  April.  The  next  day,  on 
arriving  at  Philadelphia,  I  was  met  by  a  gentleman  named  Huddell, 
who  wished  me  to  go  down  to  Captain  Loper's.  He  met  me  on  the 
boat  Beybold,  and  wanted  me  to  go  down  to  Captain  Loper's.  Well, 
I  went  down  to  Captain  Loper's  office,  and  he  told  me  the  govern- 
ment wanted  the  Whilldin. 

Question.  And  you  chartered  her  to  him  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  asked  him  what  price  they  would  pay  for  the 
Whilldin.  He  said  he  did.not  know,  but  they  must  take  her.  They 
took  the  boat.  She  was  then  pretty  near  loaded,  going  down  on  her 
regular  route,  and  we  had  to  unload  her. 

Question.  They  took  her  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  any  charter-party  signed? 

Answer.  It  was,  some  three  or  four  weeks — 

Question.  Please  answer  me,  and  we  will  get  on  faster.  Was  any 
charter-party  signed  for  her? 

Answer.  There  was,  some  three  or  four  weeks  afterwards. 

Question.  Signed  by  whom  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  signed  by  Captain  Loper  ;  I  am  not  certain. 

Question.  Who  determined  the  amount  that  should  be  paid — you 
and  Loper  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question.  Who  effected  the  other  charters  ? 

Answer.  The  next  taken  was  the  Express  ;  and  that  was  through 
Mr.  Tucker. 

Question.  What  was  the  next  boat  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  next  boat  in  order  was  the  Star ;  I  am  not 
certain. 

Question.  Who  was  that  through  ? 

Answer.  Captain  Loper  mentiooed  to  me  about  her.  She  was  only 
chartered  for  a  short  time. 

Question.  What  was  the  next  one? 

Answer.  The  next  one  was  the  Diamond  State. 
Rep.  Com.  84 24. 
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Question.  Who  was  that  through  P 

Answer.  Captain  Loper  mentioned  to  me  ahout  her,  though  tbat 
was  in  Mr.  Tucker's  office  with  Oaptain  Hodges,  quartermaster  in 
New  York.     It  was  in  Mr.  Tucker's  office. 

Question.  What  other  one  ? 

Answer.  The  next  was  the  John  Tucker. 

Question.  Who  chartered  her? 

Answer.  Well,  Mr.  John  Tucker. 

Question.  What  one  was  next? 

Answer.  The  next  boat  was  the  Wilson  Small,  I  think. 

Question.  Who  did  you  effect  that  charter  through  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  charter  her;  Mr.  Needham,  of  Baltimore,  did  it. 

Question.  Did  he  effect  it  through  A.  C.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir :  I  think  it  was  at  Alexandria ;  bat  I  am  not 
certain. 

Question.  What  was  the  next  one  ? 

Answer.  The  next  boat,  it  strikes  me,  was  the  Pocahontas.  I  had 
not  anything  to  do  with  the  charter  of  her  in  any  shape.  I  just 
owned  one-fourth  of  her. 

Question.  What  was  the  next  one  ? 

Answer.  I  think  that  is  all. 

Question.  Are  those  all  that  you  are  interested  in  ? 

Answer.  Those  and  the  Swan. 

Question.  Who  chartered  her  ? 

Answer.  I  think  Mr.  Taggard  effected  the  charter^  though  my 
brother  Barney  is  the  president  of  the  cconpany. 

Question.  Is  the  Whilldin  still  in  the  employment  of  the  govern- 
ment? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  Captain  Loper  for  his  trouble? 
What  was  his  brokerage  on  the  charter-party  of  the  Whilldin  ? 

Answer.  I  paid  Captain  Loper  five  per  cent,  for  collecting  the 
money  that  the  boats  earned. 

Question.  That  was  from  the  time  she  first  went,  and  as  long  as 
she  has  been  in  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.    Is  that  the  full  amount  you  have  paid  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  paid  anything  for  advances,  or  anything  of 
any  description  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  paid  five  per  cent,  all  the  time  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Has  she  been  in  the  employment  of  the  government  since 
April,  1861? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  she  has  lost  some  time  for  repairs. 

Question.  How  much  has  she  been  getting  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  the  first  month,  or  two  months,  she  got 
$175,  and  then  they  cut  her  down  to  $150,  and  that  is  all  she  has  been 
getting  per  day. 

Question.   Upon  that  Captain  Loper  has  received  five  per  oent.  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

QaestioD.  And  no  more  ? 

Answer.  No  more. 

Question.  How  mnch  did  you  pay  him  on  the  Express  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  Is  she  still  in  the  employment  of  the  government? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir;  she  is  down  at  Fortress  Monroe. 

Question.  Has  she  been  in  since  Aprils  1861  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  so  long. 

Question.  How  much  is  she  getting  ? 

Answer.  |175  per  day.  The  Whilldin  was  the  first  boat,  and  the 
Express  did  not  get  in  until  some  time,  I  think,  in  June  or  July. 

Question.  Whatever  has  been  paid  on  the  Express,  five  per  cent,  of 
it  has  gone  to  Captain  Loper  ? 

Answer.,  Yes,  sir.  I  paid  that  to  Captain  Loper  for  collecting;  I 
could  not  get  it. 

Question.  That  was  the  whole  amount? 

Aiiswer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  him  on  the  Star? 

Answer.  I  paid  him  five  per  cent,  on  that. 

Question.  How  much  are  you  receiving  on  the  Star  ? 

Answer.  |110. 

Question.  Is  the  Diamond  State  still  in  the  government  employ- 
ment? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  When  I  first  chartered  her  to  government  to 
go  on  that  expedition  that  Captain  Hodges  got  up  in  New  York,  (I 
think  it  was  General  McClellan's  expedition,)  she  was  then  quite  a 
small  boat.  I  have  since  cut  her  up  and  refitted  her,  and  sold  one- 
third  to  Captain  Loper,  and  since  then  he  has  charged  no  commis- 
sion.    He  owns  one- third  of  the  Diamond  State. 

Question.  Did  Captain  Loper  buy  her  while  she  was  chartered  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  he  bought  her  while  she  was  out  of  charter. 

Question.  She  has  been  chartered  since  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  He  chartered  her  himself? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  suppose  he  did. 

Question.  What  is  the  Diamond  State  getting  now? 

Answer.  $200  a  day.     She  is  running  to  North  Carolina. 

Question.  The  John  Tucker — how  much  did  you  pay  Captain  Lo- 
per on  her  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent.     Her  charter  was  through  Mr.  Tucker. 

Question.  What  do  you  receive  for  her  ? 

Answer.  $300  a  day,  sir. 

Question.  On  whatever  you  have  received  on  the  John  Tucker, 
since  she  has  been  in  the  employment  of  the  government,  you  paid 
Mr.  Loper  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  the  Wilson  Small  still  in  the  employment  of  the  gov- 
erment  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  At  how  much  ? 
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Answer .  At  $200  a  day. 

Question.  Does  five  per  cent,  of  that  go  to  Loper? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  that. 

Question.  Who  did  you  pay  the  commission  to  ? 

Answer.  We  did  not  pay  anything  on  her. 

Question.  How  is  that? 

Answer.  Mr.  Needham,  of  Baltimore,  transacted  that  business.  I 
did  not  have  anything  to  do  with  it. 

Question.  Did  he  not  pay  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  think  not. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  of  that  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  think  he  does.  At  least,  he  has  not  charged  any 
that  I  have  seen  in  the  account ;  but  I  pay  Mr.  Needham  ;  in  other 
business  he  is  an  agent  for  me.  I  have  been  paying  him  at  the  rate 
of  one  thousand  a  year,  and  I  suppose  my  part  of  the  trouble  in  that 
is  included  in  this  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  TheBurnside? 

Answer.  She  has  no  commission. 

Question.  Who  chartered  her? 

Answer.  Well,  Mr.  Loper  has  one  fourth  of  her,  and  I  have  one- 
fourth. 

Question.  When  did  Loper  get  his  interest  in  her? 

Answer.  We  built  her  together — four  of  us.     I  own  one-fourth. 

Question.  What  is  the  amount  of  her  charter-party? 

Answer.  Three  hundred  dollars  a  day. 

Question.  How  much  are  you  paying  for  the  Swan  ? 

Answer.  He  does  not  charge  anything.  He  owns  one-third  of  the 
Swan. 

Question.  What  are  you  getting  per  day  for  her  ? 

Answer.  Two  hundred  dollars.  The  Swan  was  chartered  through 
Mr.  Taggard.     He  is  one  of  the  owners. 

Question.  Then,  of  those  seven  vessels,  there  are  four  on  which  you 
pay  the  commission  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  receipts  upon  the  Whill- 
din  amount  to  $150  per  day,  the  Express  |175,  the  Star  $110,  and  the 
John  Tucker  $300,  amounting  in  all  to  $735  per  day  ;  and  upon  the 
earnings  of  all  those  vessels  you  pay  Captain  Loper  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  on  the  Small,  for  which  you  receive  $200  a  day,  yoa 
pay  no  commission  ? 

Answer.  No  commission,  sir. 

Question.  I  also  understand  you  to  say  that  for  the  Diamond  State, 
of  which  you  own  two-thirds  and  Captain  Loper  one-third,  the  Burn- 
side,  of  which  you  own  one-fourth  and  Captain  Loper  one-fourth,  and 
the  Swan,  of  which  you  own  one-ninth  and  Captain  Loper  one-third, 
you  receive  in  the  aggregate  $700  a  day  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  upon  those  you  pay  no  commission  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  pay  no  commission  to  Captain  Loper  on  those 
he  has  an  interest  in. 
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Question.  Tonr  receipts  roust  be  about  |l,200  a  day? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  quite ;   about  $1,100  a  day. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  Loper  any  more  than  five  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  Captain  Loper  knew  nothing  at  all  about  the 
charter  of  the  Tucker.  He  was  in  Stonington.  The  man  I  purchased 
her  of  in  New  York,  told  me  the  government  o£fered  him  $500  a  d^y 
for  her.  I  don't  know  anything  about  that,  whether  it  was  so  or  not 
— only  he  said  so.  After  I  bought  her,  I  insisted  on  that  much  a  day 
for  her ;  but  Mr.  Tucker  said  he  would  not  recommend  the  govern- 
ment to  pay  that — that  he  would  not  recommend  the  government  to 
pay  over  $300  a  day  for  her.  I  felt  that  it  was  rather  too  low  for  a 
boat  of  her  class.  After  the  things  were  all  fixed  and  settled,  I  men- 
tioned then  to  Mr.  Tucker  that  I  was  going  to  let  Captain  Loper  col- 
lect her  charter,  as  he  collected,  ours ;  that  it  was  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  to  me,  and  I  could  not  attend  to  it.  I  didn't  understand  it, 
and  as  he  had  collected  the  others,  I  would  pay  him  to  collect  that. 
He  said,  **  Very  well."  I  did  not  say  a  word  to  Captain  Loper  about 
her  charter  until  after  he  came  home  from  Stonington.  I  then  asked 
him  if  he  would  take  it.  Frequently  along  during  the  season,  the 
boats  were  behind  considerably  in  their  payments,  and  I  wanted 
money,  and  I  went  to  Captain  Loper,  and  he  agreed  to  advance  me 
money.  He  advanced  me  once  as  high  as  $15,000  on  the  charters. 
This  paying  five  per  cent,  is  all  voluntary  on  my  part.  Captain  Lo- 
per offered  to  give  it  up  three  or  four  months  after  the  boats  were 
chartered.  I  told  him  I  would  rather  let  him  do  it.  My  principal 
business  is  farming. 

Question.  At  what  time  did  he  offer  to  give  it  up  ? 

Answer.  About  three  or  four  months  after  the  first  boats  were 
chartered — before  I  owned  the  Tucker. 

Question.  At  what  time  was  that  ? 

Answer.  I  should  safely  say,  it  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  three 
months  after  the  Express  was  chartered.  She  was  not  chartered 
until  after  the  Whilldin. 

Question.  Of  whom  did  you  buy  the  Express  ? 

Answer.  My  father  and  brothers  first  bought  her  of  Mr.  Drew,  of 
New  York. 

Question.  Is  she  a  good  boat  ? 

Answer.  A  first-rate  boat. 

Question.  What  did  she  cost? 

Answer.  It  is  a  very  hard  matter  to  tell.  She  has  been  overhauled, 
and  cut  in  two,  and  lengthened,  and  rebuilt.  I  suppose  you  could 
not  buy  a  boat  of  her  class,  and  as  strong  as  she  is,  under  $50,000  in 
New  York. 

Question.  What  amount  of  repairs  have  you  put  on  her  ? 

Answer.  In  the  spring,  just  when  this  rebellion  broke  out,  I  put 
$18,000  on  her.  She  is  comparatively  a  new  boat.  She  can  go  up 
and  down  Chesapeake  bay  where  any  boats  can  go — any  bay  boats.  I 
do  not  rank  her  with  river  boats. 
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Monday,  February  9,  1863. 
Jambs  N.  Mullsr,  sr.,  being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

EoDamined  by  the  chairman. 

Qnestion.  Do  you  live  in  Baltimore? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Qnestion.  How  long  have  yon  lived  there? 

Answer.  About  62  years. 

Question.  What  is  or  has  been  your  business  ? 

Answer.  My  business  has  been  ship-building  formerly. 

Question.  What  oflBce  do  you  now  hold  ? 

Answer.  Supervising  inspector  of  steamboats  for  the  third  district. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  steamer  Louisiana  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  owns  the  Louisiana  ? 

Answer.  The  Louisiana  is  owned  by  the  Norfolk  Bay-line  Steam- 
ship Company. 

Question.  Who  is  the  agent  of  the  company  ? 

Answer.  I  think  Colonel  Falls  is  the  president. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  her  being  employed  by  government  ? 

Answer.  I  think  she  was  recently  chartered,  sir. 

Question.  When  was  she  chartered  ? 

Answer.  It  strikes  me  it  was  last  week. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  her  having  been  employed  by  the  gov- 
ernment before  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  she  was. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  chartered  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Where  was  she  built,  and  how  old  is  she  ? 

Answer.   She  is  advancing  in  years.      She  was  bailt  in  Baltimore. 

Question.  Do  you. know  in  what  year  she  was  built  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know;  but  I  presume  she  is  some  16  years  or  so 
of  age. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  was  her  cost  at  the  time  she  was 
built? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  is  your  estimate  of  her  value  ? 

Answer.  She  has  been  kept  in  pretty  good  order,  and  at  this  time 
is  in  pretty  good  order.  She  has  gone  through  considerable  repairs 
recently. 

Question.  Where? 

Answer.  At  Baltimore. 

Question.    By  whom  ? 

Answer.  Murray  &  Began,  and  another  firm. 

Question.   Are  you  a  ship-builder  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  a  ship-yard  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  have  transferred  all  my  interest  to  my  son  and 
his  partner. 
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Question.  Was  the  Louisiana  repaired  at  the  yard  you  formerly 
owned  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  paid  for  the  repairs  upon  her? 

Answer.  I  presume  the  owners  paid  for  the  repairs. 

Question.  What  is  your  estimate  of  her  value  a  year  ago? 

Answer.  I  should  judge  that  $30,000  ought  to  be  about  a  fair  esti- 
mate. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  connexion  a  man  named  Jacob  Brant 
had  with  her. 

Answer.  Mr.  Brant  is  the  agent  of  theold  line — the  Bichmond  Steam- 
packet  Company.  Whether  that  has  been  merged  into  an  association 
with  this  other  company  I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  He  is  the  agent 
of  another  company. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  received  the  commissions  upon  the 
Louisiana  for  chartering  her  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  My  business  is  in  inspecting,  examining,  and 
surveying  these  vessels. 

Question.  Do  you  know  where  the  Metamora  was  repaired  ? 

Answer.  She  was  repaired  in  Baltimore  at  Mr.  Fardy's  ship-yard. 

Question.  Do  you  know  about  the  repairs  put  upon  her  ? 

Answer.  They  were  pretty  extensive. 

Question.  What  was  done? 

Answer.  Well,  she  was  calked  and  refastened  considerably,  and 
the  joiners'  work  was  repaired;  the  machinery  was  put  in  order.  She 
came  there  considerably  disabled. 

Question.  In  what  respect  ? 

Answer.  I  think  she  had  been  run  ashore,  and  damaged  her  bottom. 

Question.  Do  you  know  where  she  was  run  ashore  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  Somewhere  down  in  the  neighborhood  of  Port 
Monroe.  She  was  engaged  down  in  that  vicinity  when  she  came  from 
that  way  to  Baltimore. 

Question.  Was  she  injured  otherwise  than  in  her  bottom? 

Answer.  Her  wood-work  and  machinery  were  both  injured. 

Question.  Her  upper  works  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  would  running  ashore  affect  her  wood-work  above? 

Answer.  Sometimes  it  starts  the  side  planks — the  deck  beams.  The 
vessel  gets  across  a  bar,  and  the  waves  cause  her  to  be  twisted. 

Question.  How  mucti  was  the  Metamora  worth  ? 

Answer.  She  was  not  worth  more  than  from  $20,000  to  $25,000. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  barge  Delaware  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  her  value? 

Answer.  She  was  a  large  barge. 

Question.  What  was  her  value  a  year  ago,  before  she  was  repaired 
by  the  government? 

Answer.  I  reckon  she  could  have  been  bought  for  $1,000  to  $1,200. 

Question.  What  would  be  a  reasonable  compensation  for  the  use  of 
fluch  a  barge  ? 

Answer.  These  barges,  I  think,  were  getting  ten  to  twelve  dollars 
a  day. 
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Qnestion.  Was  that  a  fair  price,  or  too  innch  ? 

Answer .  Well,  sir,  if  the  owners  had  to  furnish  the  hands  and  feed 
them,  I  don't  think  it  was  out  of  the  way. 

Question.  Did  the  owners  furnish  the  hands  ? 

Answer.  I  helieve  they  did.  I  think  that  was  the  way  most  of  the 
charters  ran,  that  the  owners  furnished  the  hands.        ^ 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  steam-tug  Paiapsco  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  know  her  when  she  was  bought  by  A.  C.  Hall? 

Answer.  I  have  known  her  for  some  years  past. 

Question.  What  was  she  worth  when  Mr.  Hall  bought  her? 

Answer.  I  reckon  not  more  than  $5,000  or  |6,000. 

Question.  Was  she  worth  that  much? 

Answer.  Well,  this  war  has  created  a  great  demand  for  steam- 
boats. 

Question.  But  what  was  she  worth  a  year  ago? 

Answer.  Four  or  five  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  Has  this  war  created  a  demand  for  such  a  boat  as  the 
Patapsco  ? 

Answer.  For  everything  that  is  using  steam,  I  believe. 

Question.  Was  she  in  use? 

Answer.  She  was  used  as  a  tug-boat — towing  vessels  into  the  harbor 
and  out,  and  down  the  river.  I  believe  she  was  made  serviceable  in 
that  way. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  services  she  rendered? 

Answer.  Nothingfurther  than  I  saw  her  moving  about  frequently 
in  the  harbor,  towing. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  steamer  Telegraph  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  her  value  ? 

Answer.  She  was  rebuilt  last  year. 

Question.  What  was  her  value  before  she  was  rebuilt? 

Answer.  Before  she  was  rebuilt  I  think  she  was  sold  for  some  two 
thousand  dollars,  or  thereabouts. 

Question.  Was  she  rebuilt  before  going  into  the  government  em- 
ployment? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  just  about  the  time.  She  went  in  immediately 
after  she  was  rebuilt,  I  think. 

Question.  Had  she  not  been  in  government  employment  before  that? 

Answer.  Very  little,  if  any. 

Question.  What  kind  of  vessel  is  she  since  she  was  rebuilt? 

Answer.  I  believe  she  is  a  very  good  vessel. 

Question.  How  much  is  she  worth? 

Answer.  Eight  or  ten  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  Baltimore  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  is  she  worth  ? 

Answer.  About  the  same  as  the  Louisiana ;  perhaps  there  is  $5,000 
difference.  She  is  a  regular  steamship — a  sea-going  vessel,  adapted 
to  go  outside. 

Question.  What  do  you  place  her  at  ? 
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Answer.  $26,000.  I  said  |30,000  for  the  Louisiana.  I  think  there 
is  about  $5,000  di£ference. 

Question.  Is  the  Louisiana  a  sea-going  boat? 

Answer.  She  is  not  adapted  to  it  like  the  Baltimore,  but  she  has 
been  outside  down  at  Beaufort,  and,  I  believe,  at  Port  Royal ;  but  she 
is  a  flat  boat,  and  the  other  is  sharp-built,  especially  to  run  on  the 
ocean  in  the  Havana  trade.  The  Louisiana  was  built  for  the  Chesa- 
peake bay  trade. 

Question.  Have  you  chartered  any  vessels  at  Baltimore? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     I  have  nothing  to  do  with  that,  sir. 

Question.  Has  anybody  chartered  any  vessels  up  there  except 
through  Hall  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  chartering  vessels,  or  is  it  un- 
derstood that  nobody  can  charter  any,  except  through  Mr.  Hall? 

Answer.  Ithinkthatanybody  can  go,  if  they  have  vessels,  and  charter 
them  to  Colonel  Belger,  or  down  here.  I  don't  think  there  is  any 
kind  of  prohibition  or  restraint.  Men  have  come  to  me  and  said, 
**  We  have  a  steamboat,  and  want  to  charter  her."  I  said,  *'  Go  to 
Colonel  Belger." 

Question.  Did  you  ever  know  Colonel  Belger  to  charter  one  from 
one  of  those  men  without  a  commission  being  paid  to  Hall  ? 

Question.  Well,  I  don't  know  that  I  am  prepared  to  say,  sir.  I 
don't  think  that  I  know  of  any. 

Question.  Is  it  understood  in  Baltimore  that  no  one  can  or  has  been 
able  to  charter  a  vessel  except  through  the  agency  of  A.  C.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  there  is  an  impression  of  that  kind,  but  I  don't 
know  whether  that  is  truly  founded. 

Question.  You  can  only  say  that  you  do  not  know  of  any  vessel  that 
has  been  chartered  except  through  the  agency  of  A.  C.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  is  all. 

Question.  You  have  heard  complaints,  I  suppose,  of  the  fact  that 
parties  have  gone  to  Colonel  Belger  to  charter  vessels,  and  have  been 
refused,  except  the  application  was  made  through  Hall? 

Answer.  I  heard  a  complaint  something  like  that  made  in  Colonel 
Belger's  office.  I  heard  nim  repeat  that  such  a  complaint  had  been 
made  to  some  parties,  and  he  asked  them  if  they  had  heard  anything 
of  the  kind,  and  they  said,  no. 

Question.  Have  you  not  heard  it  outside  of  Colonel  Belger's  office 
very  frequently  ? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  there  is  something  of  that,  I  believe.  They 
think  there  is  a  little  kind  of  favor  shown. 

Question.  Is  it  not  the  general  understanding  that  all  vessels  have 
to  be  chartered  through  Hall  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  know,  also,  that  things  are  said  against  Major 
Belger  that  are  false.  I  have  heard  men  say  he  was  drunk  at  such  a 
time,  when  I  had  seen  him  that  very  day  a  sober  man.  People  say 
these  things. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  commissions  Hall  has  been  in  the 
.  habit  of  charging  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 
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Question.  Are  you  mnch  acquainted  with  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  my  relations  with  him  are  not  intimate. 

Question.  How  long  has  he  lived  there? 

Answer.  He  has  been  there  a  long  time. 

Question.  What  was  his  general  character  before  he  embarked  in 
this  business  ? 

Answer.  He  was  president,  for  some  years,  of  the  Parker  YsDe 
Steamship  Company,  from  New  York,  or  the  superintendent.  He 
acted  in  that  capacity  for  some  time.  I  think  he  was  injured  some- 
how by  speculation. 

Question.  What  was  his  general  reputation  among  business  men  in 
Baltimore  before  he  engaged  in  this  business  ? 

Answer.  Well,  he  was  said  to  be  a  pretty  shrewd  man. 

Question.  What  do  you  mean  by  '^shrewd?"  Was  his  reputation 
foir  and  above  reproach  ? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  I  have  heard  some  complaints  against  him,  and 
others  spoke  very  favorably  of  him. 

Question.  What  was  his  general  reputation?  You  can  save  me 
from  putting  so  many  questions  by  answering  at  once. 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  his  reputation  was  not  as  good  as  it  ought  to 
be.  It  was  not  so  very  favorable  in  some  respects,  though,  I  must 
say,  I  never  heard  of  his  doing  any  man  a  wrong,  or  taking  advan- 
tage of  any  man. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  steam-tug  Lioness  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir — a  tow-boat. 

Question.  What  was  her  value  a  year  and  a  half  ago  ? 

Answer.  I  think  those  boats  could  have  been  bought  for  from 
|4,000  to  $5,000. 

Question.  What  would  be  a  fair  price  for  the  use  of  such  a  vessel 
per  day,  chartered  for  a  month,  with  the  privilege  of  continuing  her? 

Answer.  Some  of  those  boats  were  getting  as  high  as  $30  or  $40 
a  day. 

Question.  Was  that  before  the  war  had  begun  ?  ' 

Answer.  Yes»  sir.  They  would  agree  to  go  down  to  the  capes  and 
tow  vessels  up,  and,  perhaps,  be  gone  two  ar  three  days. 

Question.  Was  that  a  fair  price  ? 

Answer.  That  was  about  what  they  could  get. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  the  Cecil  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  her  value? 

Answer.  The  Cecil  was  sold  for  some  $7,000  or  $8,000,  I  think. 

Question.  By  whom? 

Answer.  By  Captain  Bice. 

Question.  It  was  $5,000? 

Answer.  It  may  have  been. 

Question.  What  would  have  been  a  fair  price  for  the  Oeeil  per  da; 
at  the  time  she  was  chartered  ? 

Answer.  Well,  the  boats  of  her  class  were  getting  from  $70  to  $80 
a  day  from  the  government. 

Question.  That  is  not  the  question.     I  asked  you  what  would  be  a 
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fair  price  per  day  for  such  a  vessel  chartered  by  the  month,  with  the 
option  to  the  government  of  continuing  her  in  the  public  service. 

Answer.  I  suppose  you  know  what  Captain  Bice  got.  He  com- 
plained very  much  to  me  about  it,  and  said  the  government  screwed 
""  him  down  very  close — I  think  it  was  something  like  $75  or  $80 ; 
that  he  could  not  make  any  money  by  it ;  that  his  vessel  was  being 
damaged  very  much,  and  that  it  would  not  pay  him,  taking  into  ac- 
coont  the  expenses. 

Question.  When  did  he  tell  you  this? 

Answer.  He  told  me  so  whilst  she  was  in  the  service,  I  suppose  a 
jear  ago— sometime  in  the  early  part  of  last  year.  I  fell  in  with  him 
down  at  Fort  Monroe,  and  she  was  lying  about  down  there  at  the 
time. 
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Correspondence  of  the  committee  not  elsewhere  printed. 

Select  Gommittbb  Room, 
United  States  Senate,  Washington,  January  20,  1863. 
Dear  8ir  :  I  am  directed  by  the  select  committee  of  the  Senate  appointed 
in  purBuance  of  the  resolutions  of  December  22  and  23,  1862,  to  request  yon  to 
Aimish  for  their  use  a  list  of  all  vessels  chartered  or  employed  by,  through,  or, 
under  you,  stating  their  tonnage,  the  time  when  chartered  and  when  discharged, 
of  whom  and  through  whom  chartered,  at  what  rate  per  day,  month,  or  ol]ber- 
wise,  specifically  designating  what  vessels  chartered  by  you,  or  through  you, 
are  now  in  the  government  employ,  and  that  you  will  bring  such  statement  down 
to  the  present  time,  and  lay  it  before  the  committee  in  person, 
very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JAMES  W.  GRIMES, 

Chairman  Select  Committee. 
Colonel  Jambs  Bblgbb, 

Quartermaster's  Department, 

Baltimore,  Maryland. 


Select  Committee  Room, 
United  States  Senate,  Washington,  January  29,  1863. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  am  directed  by  the  select  committee  of  the  Senate  appointed 
in  pursuance  of  the  resolutions  of  December  22  and  23,  1862,  to  request  you  to 
furnish  them  a  copy  of  the  letter  which  you  addressed  to  General  M.  C.  Meigs 
in  reply  to  a  communication  from  him  on  the  subject  of  the  monopoly  enjoyed 
by  Amasa  C.  Hall  in  the  chartering  of  transports  in  yeur  department. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  W.  GRIMES, 

Chairman. 
Colonel  James  Belger, 

Quartermaster,  Baltimore,  Maryland. 


Select  Committee  Room, 
United  States  Senate,   Washington,  February  3,  1863. 
Dear  Sir  :  Referring  to  your  report  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  dated  Januaiy 
27,  1863,  of  vessels  repaired  at  Baltimore  under  your  direction,  the  select  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate  appointed  in  pursuance  of  the  resolutions  of  December  22 
and  23,  1862,  direct  me  to  inquire  of  you  whether  any  of  the  vessels  so  repaired 
were  paid  for  the  whole  or  any  portion  of  the  time  they  were  undergoing  repairs, 
on  their  charter-parties ;  and  if  so,  what  vessels  were  so  psud. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 


Colonel  James  Bblgbr, 

Quartermaster,  Baltimore,  Maryland 


J.  W.  GRIMES. 

Chairman. 
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Sblecf  Gommittbb  Room, 
United  States  Senate,  Washingtonf  February  4,  1863. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  am  directed  bj  the  select  committee  of  the  Senate  appointed 
in  pursuance  of  the  resolutions  of  December  22  and  23, 1862,  to  inquire  whether 
any  vessels  repaired  at  Baltimore,  Maryland,  under  direction  of  Colonel  James 
Belgcr,  quartermaster,  and  whose  repairs  were  paid  for  by  Colonel  Belger,  were 
also  paid  in  their  charter-parties  for  the  whole  or  any  portion  of  the  time  they 
were  undergoing  such  repairs.  I  am  directed  to  inquire  in  particular  whether 
the  steamers  Baltimore,  Cossack,  Eagle,  Edwin  Forrest,  and  Star,  the  bark 
Voltiguer  and  the  barge  Delaware,  were  so  paid  while  undergoing  repairs. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JAMES  W.  GRIMES. 

Ckairman. 
Greneral  M.  C.  Mbigs, 

Quartermaster  Oeneral,  United  States  Army. 


Wasbinoton,  December  23,  1862. 
Sir  :  By  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  adopted  this  morning,  the  scope  of  inquiry 
to  be  pursued  by  the  select  committee  appointed  yesterday  to  investigate  the 
subject  of  chartering  of  transports  for  the  Banks  expedition  was  greatly  en- 
larged. It  becomes  now  important  for  us  to  know  the  number  and  names  oi  all 
vessels  that  have  been  chartered  or  employed  by  the  War  Department,  or  by 
any  army  officer,  when  chartered  and  employed,  by  whom  owned  or  controlled, 
for  what  purpose  and  for  what  period  of  time,  by  what  agent  or  officer  of  the 
government,  for  what  price,  and  what  per  centum  was  paid  to  or  received  by 
such  agent  or  officer,  or  by  their  associates,  whether  from  the  government  or 
from  the  owners  or  agents  of  such  transports. 

The  committee  will  be  pleased  to  receive  this  information  at  the  earliest  hour 
practicable. 

Tour  obedient  servant, 

JAMES  W.  GRIMES, 

Chairman, 
Hon.  E.  M.  Stanton,  Secretary  of  War. 
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37th  Conobess,  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com. 

5d  Session.       )  {    No.  85. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


FomuAST  10,  1863.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  FosTEB,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  tvas  referred  the  petition  of.  Rebeoca 
A.  Corrdl,  widow  of  Isaac  Gorrdi,  with  the  accompanying  papers, 
beg  leave  to  report : 

That  the  petition  is  dated  at  Washington,  D.  C,  December  21,  1858, 
and  is  signed  Rebecca  A.  Correll,  by  Bowen  &  Herrick,  her  attor- 
neys ;  that  the  said  petition  was  presented  to  the  Senate  January  4, 
1859,  and  there  was  a  report  in  her  favor,  Februay  20,  1860,  and  a  bill 
granting  her  relief  passed  the  Senate  April  6,  1860,  which  was  sent 
to  the  House  of  Representatives.  It  was  again  referred  to  this 
committee  near  the  close  of  the  last  session.  It  now  appears,  from 
additional  evidence,  that  the  petitioner,  Rebecca  A.  Correll,  died  on 
or  about  the  3d  day  of  August,  1854,  more  than  four  years  before 
the  date  of  the  petition.  It  furthers  appears,  from  the  evidence 
before  the  committee,  that  the  only  surviving  children  of  the  de- 
ceased Isaac  and  Rebecca  Correll  are  Netty  B.  Correll,  bom  April 
13, 1843,  and  Amos  K.  Correll,  born  April  27,  1845.  As  the  youngest 
of  these  children  is  more  than  sixteen  years  of  age,  they  would  not 
be  entitled  to  a  pension,  even  if  their  father  had  died  of  disease  con- 
tracted in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  in  the  line  of  his  duty. 
It  further  appears,  from  the  papers  before  the  committee,  that  when 
the  case  was  originally  before  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  it  was 
rejected  by  him  on  the  ground  that  the  deceased  was  not  entitled  to 
a  pension — the  disease  of  which  he  died  not  having  been  contracted 
in  the  line  of  his  duty. 

Under  the  very  peculiar  circumstances  of  this  case,  as  above  set  forth, 
the  committee  ask  to  be  discharged  from  its  fiirther  consideration. 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com. 

3d  Session.      |  1    No.  86. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Fkbruart  10,  1863. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Poster,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  accompany  biU  S.  No   514.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  ivhom  wets  referred  tlie  petition  af  Eliza- 
heth  M,  Baxter^  widoiv  of  Lieutenant  Robert  Baxter^  beg  leave  to  re- 
port: 

That  it  appears  that  said  Robert  Baxter  received  a  commission 
from  the  governor  of  ^he  State  of  Minnesota  for  the  office  of  second 
lieutenant  in  the  tenth  regiment  of  Minnesota  volunteers  on  the  Mth 
day  of  August,  1862;  that  on  the  22d  day  of  August,  1862,  he  marched 
to  the  frontier  to  repel  the  attacks  of  the  Sioux  Indians,  and  on  the 
2d  day  of  September  following  was  killed  instantly  in  battle  with  the 
Indians. 

Owing  to  the  necessity  of  moving  at  once  he  had  not  been  mus- 
tered into  the  service  of  the  United  States,  which  is  the  only  thing 
which  prevents  the  petitioner  from  being  entitled  to  relief  under  the 
general  law.  ^ 

The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  petitioner  is  entitled  to  the 
relief  prayed  for,  and  report  the  accompanying  bill,  and  recommend 
that  it  do  pass. 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


FiBmuABT  IS,  ISCS-^Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Wade,  from  the  Committee  on  Territories,  submitted  the  following 

HEPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Territories^  to  whom  was  referred  the  resolution  of  th 
Senate  (f  the  16th  (f  January^  in  regard  to  the  suppression  of  the  pub' 
lication  of  the  message  of  the  governor  of  the  Territory  of  Utah^  have 
had  the  same  under  consideration  and  beg  leave  to  report : 

On  the  16th  of  January  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  adopted 
the  following  resolution: 

Besclvedj  That  the  Committee  on  Territories  be  instructed  to  in- 
quire and  report  whether  the  publication  of  the  message  of  the  gov- 
ernor of  the  Territory  of  Utah  to  the  territorial  legislature  has  been 
suppressed,  and  if  so,  by  what  causes,  and  what  was  the  message. 

In  pursuance  of  the  instruction  contained  in  this  resolution,  your 
committee  have  the  honor  to  report  that  they  have  collected  all  the 
facts,  and  taken  all  the  testimony  within  their  reach,  the  substance 
of  which,  together  with  a  copy  of  the  message,  is  herewith  presented. 

These  sources  of  information  disclose  the  fact  that  the  customs 
which  have  prevailed  in  all  our  other  Territories  in  the  government 
of  public  affairs  have  had  but  little  toleration  in  the  Territory  of 
Utah;  but  in  their  stead  there  appears  to  be,  overriding  all  other 
influences,  a  sort  of  Jewish  theocracy,  graduated  to  the  condition  of 
that  Territory. 

This  theocracy,  having  a  supreme  head  who  governs  and  guides 
every  affair  of  importance  in  the  church,  and  practiccdly  in  the  TeX' 
ritory,  is  the  only  real  power  acknowledged  here,  and  to  the  ex- 
tension of  whose  interests  every  person  in  the  Territory  must  directly 
or  indirectly  conduce. 

Contrary  to  the  usages  of  the  whole  country,  the  affairs  of  this 
Territory  are  managed  through  church  instrumentalities,  and  no 
measure  is  permitted  to  succeed  in  the  Territory  which  will,  for  one 
moment,  conflict  with  the  interests  of  the  church  ;  in  other  words, 
we  have  here  the  first  exhibition  within  the  limits  of  the  United 
States  of  a  church  ruling  the  State. 
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Information  of  the  most  reliable  character  convinces  your  committee 
that  it  is  not  only  not  popular  to  express  any  views  antagonistic  to 
either  the  laws  or  practices  of  the  church  in  this  Territory,  but  that 
such  expression  very  soon  places  the  maker  of  it  in  the  enibarrassing 
position  of  being  considered  a  heretic,  with  a  strong  probability  of 
being  treated  accordingly. 

It  is  one  of  the  commonly  received  and  commonly  taught  dogmas 
of  the  Mormon  church  that  every  one  who  does  not  belong  to  that 
church  is  a  gentile,  and  all  gentiles  are  enemies,  and  of  course,  under 
church  rule,  should  be  treated  as  such. 

Another  opinion — the  subject  of  both  public  and  private  teaching- 
is  that  the  government  of  the  United  States  will  not  and  ought  not  to 
stand.  They  make  a  difference  between  the  Constitution  and  the 
government  of  the  United  States  ;  to  the  Constitution  they  claim  to 
be  very  loyal,  but  to  the  government  they  owe  no  particular  alle- 
giance. 

Although  claiming  to  have  population  enough  to  entitle  them  to  be 
«ulmitted  as  a  State  into  the  Union,  they  have  but  one  paper  published 
in  the  Territory,  thus  plainly  showing  an  inexplicable  desire  to  know 
nothing  of  what  is  going  on  in  the  world,  or  else  a  desire  to  avoid  free 
<liscu8sion.  It  is  the  first  instance  in  the  history  of  our  country  in 
which  so  large  a  population  has  been  satisfied  with  one  paper. 

This  paper  is  the  organ  of  the  church,  for,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
leaders  in  that  church,  it  is  necessary  that  the  church  should  have  a 
mouth-piece,  even  if  there  should  be  no  free  discussion;  and  to  sup- 
pose that  anything  will  be  published  in  this  church  organ  reflecting 
in  the  most  remote  degree  on  any  custom  or  law  of  the  place  is  non- 
sense. Because  the  governor,  in  his  message,  has  animadverted  upon 
some  of  the  customs  of  the  Mormons,  and  has  recommended  that  steps 
be  taken  to  Americanize  the  same,  he  has  given  offence,  and  has  had 
his  message  suppressed. 

Polygamy  of  the  most  unlimited  character,  sanctioning  the  cohabi- 
tation of  a  man  with  the  mother  and  her  daughters  indiscriminately, 
is  not  the  only  un-American  thing  among  them. 

Their  system  of  voting,  to  which  the  governor  has  called  attention 
in  his  message,  is  directly  subversive  of  that  freedom  which  ought  to 
be  the  pride  of  every  citizen  of  the  United  States  when  he  casts  his 
vote.  Why  is  it  that  in  this  Territory  alone  a  man  cannot  deposit 
his  ballot  without  first  having  his  ballot  numbered  and  his  name  writ- 
ten on  it  ? 

This  custom  is  unknown  to  any  other  Territory  in  the  United  States, 
and  is  almost  as  un-American  as  poligamy  itself. 

If  the  minds  who  control  the  movements  of  the  *  *  Latter  Day 
Saints,''  as  the  Mormons  call  themselves,  wish  to  have  everything 
their  own  way  ;  if  they  wish  to  keep  down  discussion,  and  to  make 
men  vote  just  as  they  please;  if  they  wish  to  make  all  men  Mormons 
and  force  them  to  remain  as  such,  or  else  leave  the  Territory  they 
need  not  alter  one  custom  or  law  among  them  to  realize  these  wishes. 

The  governor,  in  part  of  his  message,  calls  the  attention  of  the 
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legislature  to  the  fact  that  there  is  not  one  statute  on  their  statute 
books  protecting  or  regulating  the  marriage  relation.  There  must  be 
BO  little  value  attached  to  that  bond  of  civilization  that  it  is  not  con- 
sidered worth  a  statutory  enactment,  or  else  the  people  in  that  Terri- 
tory have  so  far  departed  from  the  usual  short-comings  of  human 
nature,  that  they  need  uo  protection  to  that  condition  of  life. 

If  the  men  in  this  Territory  wish  to  keep  the  women  there  from 
having  any  legal  redress  at  the  hands  of  their  so-called  husbands, 
they  can  do  so  just  as  long  as  they  have  no  statutes  directing  and 
protecting  the  mterests  growing  out  of  the  marriage  relation.  In 
other  Territories  the  responsibilities  of  marriage  are  well  defined  ; 
i¥hy  are  they  not  so  in  this? 

The  message,  on  examination,  is  found  to  contain  nothing  that 
should  give  offence  to  any  legislature  willing  to  be  governed  by  the 
laws  of  morality. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  your  committee  that  the  message  is  an  able  ex- 
position of  the  manners  and  customs  of  the  people  in  that  Territory, 
and,  as  such,  brought  down  the  censure  of  the  leaders  of  the  Mormon 
church,  and,  were  it  not  for  the  animadversions  therein  contained,  it 
would  not  have  been  suppressed. 

Your  committee  can  see  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  distributed 
among  the  people  there,  and  they  recommend  the  adoption  of  the 
following  resolution : 

Beaolved^  That  one  thousand  copies  of  the  message  of  the  governor 
of  Utah  to  the  territorial  legislature  be  printed  and  sent  to  the  gover- 
nor for  distribution. 


37th  Conoress,  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com. 

3rf  Session.      \  1     No.  88. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


February  13,  1863.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  DooLiTTLE  made  the  following  , 

REPORT. 

[To  accompany  bill  8.  No.  498.] 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Belaiions  having  been  instructed  by  the  Senate 
to  inquire  what  further  legislation^  if  any,  is  required  to  carr  into 
effect  the  fourth  article  of  the  treaty  toith  Great  Britain,  of  Atignst  9, 
1842,  submit  the.  following  report : 

The  fourth  article  of  the  treaty  of  Washington,  concluded  between 
Great  Britain  and  the  United  States  on  the  9th  of  August,  1842,  is 
in  the  following  words: 

"  All  grants  of  lands  heretofore  made  by  either  party  within  the  limits  of  the 
territory  which  by  this  treaty  falls  within  the  dominions  of  the  other  party, 
shall  be  held  valid,  ratified,  and  confirmed  to  the  persons  in  possession  under 
such  grants,  to  the  same  extent  as  if  such  territory  had  by  this  treaty  fallen 
within  the  dominions  of  the  party  by  whom  such  grants  were  made ;  and  all 
equitable  possessory  claims  arising  from  a  possession  and  improvement  of  any 
lot  or  parcel  of  land  by  the  person  actually  in  possession,  or  by  those  under 
whom  such  person  claims,  for  more  than  six  years  before  the  date  of  this  treaty, 
shall  in  like  manner  be  deemed  valid,  and  be  confirmed  and  quieted  by  a  release 
to  the  person  entitled  thereto  of  the  title  to  such  lot  or  parcel  of  land  so  de- 
scribed as  best  to  include  the  improvements  made  thereon ;  and  in  all  other  re- 
spects the  two  contracting  parties  agree  to  deal  upon  the  most  liberal  principles 
of  equity  with  the  settlers  actually  dwelling  upon  the  territory  falling  to  them, 
respectively,  which  has  heretofore  been  in  dispute  between  them.** 

So  far  as  the  United  States  are  concerned,  the  foregoing  article  is 
an  agreement  on  their  part  to  respect  the  possessions  of  all  persons 
found  at  the  date  of  the  treaty  upon  that  part  of  the  before  disputed 
territory  which  fell  to  Maine  by  the  new  line  of  boundary.  The  ex- 
tent to  which  such  possessions  are  to  be  respected  is  accurately 
defined.  ^, 

All  persons  in  possession  under  grants  are  to  have  their  grants 
fully  confirmed  according  to  their  terms. 

All  persons  holding  by  mere  possession,  if  their  possession  dates 
six  years  or  more  prior  to  the  treaty,  are  to  hold  their  lands  run  out 
by  metes  and  bounds  so  as  to  cover  their  improvements,  and  they  are 
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to  be  •'confirmed  and  quieted  by  a  release  to  the  person  entitled 
thereto  of  the  title  to  such  lot  or  parcel  of  land.'' 

All  persons  holding  by  mere  possession,  if  their  possession  did  not 
commence  six  years  prior  to  the  treaty,  are  entitled  to  the  benefit  of 
the  following  stipulation:  **And  in  all  other  respects  the  two  cod- 
tracting  parties  agree  to  deal  upon  the  most  liberal  principles  of 
equity  with  the  settlers  actually  dwelling  upon  the  territory  falling 
to  them,  respectively,  which  has  heretofore  been  in  dispute  between 
them.'' 

It  appears  that  in  1843  the  States  of  Maine  and  Massachusetts  in- 
stituted a  joint  commission  to  examine  the  claims  of  persons  entitled 
to  be  confirmed  in  their  grants  and  possessions,  and  authorized  deeds 
of  release  to  be  made  to  the  persons  found  to  be  thus  entitled.  The 
ownership  of  nearly  all  the  lands  iri  the  before  disputed  territory  was 
then  jointly  in  those  two  States.  The  operations  of  the  commission 
instituted  in  1843  were  principally  confined  to  the  settlements  of  the 
Madawaska  French,  which  were  ancient  and  well  known.  It  soon 
became  apparent,  however,  that  a  large  number  of  cases  of  claims 
entitled  to  be  quieted  existed,  and  which  had  escaped  attention  by 
being  scattered  over  a  great  territory  little  accessible  by  roads,  and 
of  which  not  much  was  known  in  Maine  until  some  years  after  the 
possession  of  it  was  recovered  by  the  treaty.  Accordingly,  in  1854, 
Maine,  having  become  in  the  meantime  the  owner  of  all  the  lands  by 
a  purchase  of  the  half  belonging  to  Massachusetts,  instituted  a  new 
commission  to  ascertain  and  report  all  the  cases  of  possessory  rights 
which  had  escaped  the  attention  of  the  commis>ion  instituted  in  1843. 

The  first  commission  reported  as  entitled  to  be  confirmed  53,822 
acres,  and  this  was  done  by  deeds  from  Maine  and  Massachusetts, 
who  were  the  owners  of  the  land.  Of  this  land,  52,300  acres  were 
the  joint  property  of  Massachusetts  and  Maine,  and  1,521  acres  were 
the  separate  property  of  Maine. 

The  second  commission  reported  as  entitled  to  be  confirmed  63,454 
acres  of  land  belonging  to  the  State  of  Maine,  and  8,107  acres  be- 
longing to  private  proprietors  in  the  Eaton  grant  and  in  the  Plymouth 
township. 

By  an  act  of  the  present  Congress,  passed  at  the  first  session,  the 
persons  in  possession  of  these  8, 107  acres  of  land  in  the  Eaton  grant 
and  in  the  Plymouth  township  have  been  quieted.  This  act  made 
an  appropriation,  at  the  rate  of  four  dollars  per  acre,  to  induce  the 
private  proprietors  to  execute  the  '*  releases  to  the  persons  entitled 
thereto,"  which  the  Ulaited  States  are  under  treaty  obligations  to 
procure. 

As  to  the  63,454  acres  of  the  lands  of  Maine,  now  in  the  occupancy 
of  persons  entitled  to  be  quieted  in  their  possessions,  Maine  has  indi- 
cated her  willingness  to  quiet  them  by  the  necessary  releases  of  title, 
upon  receiving  from  the  United  States  an  adequate  compensation  ior 
these  lands,  and  for  the  lands  conveyed  under  the  report  of  the  com- 
mission instituted  in  1843. 

And  the  call  is  now  made  upon  the  United  States  to  execute  the 
fourth  article  of  the  treaty  of  Washington,  by  making  such  an  appro- 
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priation  of  money  in  payment  for  the  lands  of  Massachusetts  and 
Maine  falling  within  the  purview  of  the  article  as  will  compensate 
their  fair  value,  and  thus  jusrify  Maine  in  executing  the  releases  of 
title  which  are  stipulated  by  the  treaty. 

The  duties  of  the  United  States  under  the  fourth  article  of  the 
treaty  of  Washington  have  been  acknowedged  not  only  by  the  passage 
of  the  law  to  quiet  titles  in  the  Katon  grant  and  in  the  Plymouth 
township,  but  by  the  payment  to  Maine  and  Massachusetts  of  the  ex- 
penses of  the  commissions  before  referred  to,  as  instituted  in  1843 
and  1854. 

The  suggestion  may.  perhaps,  be  made,  that  Maine  and  Massachu- 
setts have  already  been  paid  for  the  lands  taken  from  them  by  the 
fourth  article,  but  this  suggestion  will  not  bear  examination. 

By  the  new  line  of  boundary  fixed  by  the  treaty  Maine  lost  5.012 
square  miles,  or  3,207,(>80  acres,  of  the  jurisdiction  and  soil  of  terri- 
tory to  which  her  title  had  been  declared  indisputable  by  the  federal 
government.  The  consideration  received  by  Maine  and  Massachu- 
setts for  the  soil,  nothing  being  allowed  for  the  jurisdiction  sur- 
rendered, was  three  hundred  thousand  dollars.  And  it  abundantly 
appears  that  this  payment  was  proposed  for  their  assent  to  the  new 
line  of  boundary  and  the  consequent  loss  of  territory  north  of  the 
river  St.  John,  and  not  as  the  price  of  lands  which  they  might  lose 
under  the  fourth  article.  This  payment  was  proposed  by  Mr.  Web- 
ster as  the  consideration  of  their  assent  to  the  treaty,  when  it  did 
not  contain  the  provision  now  contained  in  the  fourth  article. 

In  a  letter  to  the  commissioners  of  those  States,  of  July  15,  1842, 
Mr.  Webster  says: 

**  Under  the  influence  of  these  considerations,  I  am  authorized  to  say  that  if 
the  commissioners  of  the  two  States  assent  to  the  line  as  described  in  the  accom- 
panying paper,  the  United  States  will  undertake  to  pay  to  these  States  the  sum 
of  $250,000,  to  be  divided  between  them  in  equal  moieties ;  and,  also,  to  under- 
take for  the  settlement  and  payment  of  the  expenses  incun-ed  by  these  States 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  civil  posse,  and  also  tor  a  survey  which  it  was  found 
necessary  to  make.  The  line  as  suggested,  with  the  campensations  and  equiva- 
lents, which  have  been  stated,  is  now  submitted  for  your  consideration." 

The  pecuniary  equivalents  proposed  were  for  the  assent  of  Maine 
and  Massachusetts  to  a  new  line  of  boundary.  The  **  accompanying 
paper"  referred  to  by  Mr.  Webster  did  not  contain  the  provision  set 
out  in  the  fourth  article.  That  was  added  as  one  of  the  conditions  of 
the  assent  of  Maine. 

In  the  acceptance  (July  20,  1842)  of  Mr.  Webster's  proposition  by 
the  commissioners  of  Massachusetts  the  following  language  is  used  : 

'*  The  State  of  Massachusetts,  through  her  commissioners,  hereby  relinquishes 
to  the  United  States  her  interest  in  the  lands  which  mil  be  excluded  from  the 
dominion  of  the  United  States  by  the  establishment  of  tht  boundary  aforesaid," 

The  treaty  itself,  in  the  fifth  article,  defines  with  precision  for 
what  the  sum  of  $300,000  was  paid  to  Maine  and  Massachusetts,  in 
the  following  language  : 
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"  The  government  of  the  United  States  agreeing  with  the  States  of  Maine 
and  MasBachusetts  to  pay  them  the  farther  sum  of  $300,000,  in  equal  moieties, 
on  account  of  their  assent  to  the  line  of  boundary  descrihed  in  this  treat  j,  and 
in  consideration  of  the  conditions  and  equivalents  received  therefor  frtnn  the  gov- 
ernment of  her  Britanic  Majesty.*^ 

The  treaty  of  WashiDgton,  so  far  as  boundaries  were  concerned,  wafs, 
in  fact,  an  exchange  of  territory  in  Maine  for  territory  added  to  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  and  New  York,  and  for  territory  acquired  by 
the  United  States  in  the  northwest,  while  the  $300,000  paid  to  Maine 
and  Massachusetts  was  the  assumed  value  of  these  territorial  advao- 
tages  obtained  elsewhere  at  the  expense  of  Maine.  This  is  so  expressly 
stated  in  the  treaty  itself,  but  will  be  illustrated  by  some  reference 
to  the  correspondence  which  preceded  it. 

In  his  note  of  June  21,  1842,  to  Mr.  Webster,  Lord  Ashburton  says: 

'•  It  may  be  well  at  the  same  time  to  state  my  views  respecting  the  adjoining 
boundary  of  the  •  States  of  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  and  New  York,  because 
they  made  part  of  the  referencfe  to  the  King  of  Netherlands,  and  wefe,  indeed, 
the  only  part  of  the  subject  in  dispute  upon  which  a  distinct  decision  was  given. 

"  The  question  here  at  issue  between  the  two  countries  was  as  to  the  correct 
determination  of  the  parallel  of  latitude,  and  the  true  source  of  the  Connecticnt 
river.  Upon  both  these  points  decisions  were  pronounced  in  favor  of  Great 
Britain.  •  •  1  am  nevertheless  disposed  to  surrender  the  whole  of  this  caae, 
if  we  should  succeed  in  settlings  as  proposed^  the  boundary  of  Maine, ^* 

In  their  note,  of  June  29,  1842,  to  Mr.  Webster,  the  Maine  commis- 
sioners say: 

"  It  appears,  by  his  (Lord  Ashburton's)  communication  to  you,  that  his  lord- 
ship proposes  to  yield  the  disputed  territory  claimed  by  New  Hampshire  at 
the  sources  of  the  Connecticut  river;  the  strip  of  disputed  territory,  embracing 
Bouse's  Point,  on  Lake  Champlain,  north  of  the  same  parallel,  in  the  possession 
of  the  State  of  New  York,  notwithstanding  they  have  been  decided  by  the  ar- 
biter to  belong  of  right  to  Great  Britain. 

'*  Now,  the  undersigned  are  fully  aware  of  the  importance  of  having  all  those 
difficulties  in  regard  to  boundaries  amicably  adjusted,  and  that  it  is  highly  de- 
sirable to  have  them  so  adjusted,  and  to  the  particular  States  interested  to  be 
confirmed  and  quieted  in  their  respective  limits  and  possessions.  But  it  cannot 
have  escaped  your  attention  that  all  this  is  proposed  to  be  done  partly  at  the  ex- 
pense of  Massachusetts,  but  principally  at  the  expense  of  Maine." 

In  his  note  of  July  8,  1842,  to  Lord  Ashburton,  Mr.  Webster  says: 

"  Your  lordship  intimates  that,  as  a  part  of  the  general  arrangement  of  bounda- 
ries, England  would  be  willing  to  surrender  to  the  United  Statas  Rouse's  Point, 
and  all  the  territory  heretofore  supposed  to  be  within  the  boundaries  of  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  and  New  York,  but  which  a  correct  ascertainment  of  the 
forty-fifth  parallel  of  north  latitude  shows  to  be  included  within  the  British  line. 
This  concession  is,  no  doubt,  of  some  value.  If  made,  its  benefits  would  inme 
partly  to  those  three  States  and  partly  to  the  United  States,  and  none  of  it  to 
the  particular  interests  of  Maine  and  Massachusetts.  If  regarded,  therefore,  as 
a  pait  of  the  equivalent  for  the  manner  of  adjusting  the  northeastern  boundary, 
the  two  last  States  would  perhaps  expect  that  the  value,  if  it  could  be  ascertained, 
should  be  paid  to  them." 
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In  his  letter  of  July  15,  1842,  to  the  Maine  commissioners,  Mr. 
Webster,  after  reciting  the  cessions  offered  by  Great  Britain  to  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  and  New  York,  says  : 

"  It  is  probable,  also,  that  the  disputed  line  of  boundary  in  Lake  Superior 
might  be  so  adjusted  as  to  leave  a  disputed  island  within  the  United  States. 

**  These  cessions  on  the  part  of  England  would  inure  partly  to  the  benefit  of 
the  States  of  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  and  New  York,  but  principally  to  the 
United  States.  The  consideration  on  the  part  of  England,  for  making  them, 
would  be  the  manner  agreed  upon  for  adjusting  the  eastern  boundary.  The 
jyrice  of  the  cession^  therefore ,  whatever  it  might  bey  would  in  fairness  belong  to 
the  two  States  interested  in  the  manner  of  that  adjustment,** 

In  his  message  of  August  11,  1842,  communicating  the  treaty  of 
Washington  to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  President  Tyler  says  : 

"Connected  with  the  settlement  of  the  line  of  the  northeastern  boundary,  so 
far  as  it  respects  the  States  of  Maine  and  Massachusetts,  is  the  continuation  of 
that  line  along  the  highlands  to  the  northwestemmost  head  of  Connecticut  river. 
Which  of  the  sources  of  that  stream  is  entitled  to  that  character  has  been  mat- 
ter of  controversy  and  of  some  interest  to  the  State  of  New  Hampshire.  The 
King  of  the  ^Netherlands  decided  the  main  branch  to  be  the  northwestern- 
most  head  of  the  Connecticut.  This  did  not  satisfy  the  claim  of  New  Hamp- 
shire. The  line  agreed  to  in  the  present  treaty  follows  the  highlands  to  the 
head  of  Hall's  stream,  and  thence  down  that  river,  embracing  the  whole  claim 
of  New  Hampshire,  and  establishing  her  title  to  100,000  acres  of  territory  more 
than  she  would  have  had  by  the  decision  of  the  King  of  the  Netherlands. 

"By  the  treaty  of  1783,  the  line  is  to  proceed  down  the  Connecticut  river  to 
the  45th  degree  of  north  latitude,  and  thence  west  by  that  ][)arallel  till  it  strikes 
the  St.  Lawrence.  Recent  examinations  having  ascertained  that  the  line  here- 
tofore received  as  the  true  line  of  latitude  between  those  points  was  erroneous, 
and  that  the  correction  of  this  error  would  not  only  leave  on  the  British  side  a 
considerable  tract  of  territory  heretofore  supposed  to  belong  to  the  States  of 
Vermont  and  New  York,  but  also  Rouse's  Point,  the  site  of  a  military  work  of 
the  United  States,  it  has  been  regarded  as  an  object  of  importance,  not  only  to 
establish  the  right  and  jurisdiction  of  those  States  up  to  the  line  to  which  they 
have  been  considered  to  extend,  but  also  to  comprehend  Rouse's  Point  within 
the  territory  of  the  United  States.  The  relinquisnment  by  the  British  ffovem- 
ment  of  all  the  territory  south  of  the  line  heretofore  considered  to  be  the  true 
line  has  been  obtained,  arid  the  consideration  of  this  relinquishment  is  to  inure^ 
hy  the  provisions  of  the  treaty ,  to  the  State  of  Maine  and  Massachusetts** 

President  Tyler  notices  also  the  acquisition  by  this  treaty  of 
*' Sugar  island,  or  St.  George's  island,  lying  in  St.  Mary's  river,  on 
the  water  communication  between  Lakes  Huron  and  Superior,''  and 
observes,  in  respect  to  this  island,  that  *'both  from  soil  and  position 
it  is  regarded  as  of  much  value. " 

He  notices,  also,  that  from  Lake  Superior  to  the  Lake  of  the  Woods 
the  British  commission  under  the  treaty  of  Ghent  had  ''insisted  on 
proceeding  to  Fond  du  Lac,  at  the  southwest  angle  of  the  lake,  and 
thence,  by  the  river  St.  Louis,  to  the  Rainy  lake,"  whereas,  by  the 
treaty  of  Washington,  the  line  starts  from  Lake  Superior,  at  the 
mouth  of  Pigeon  river.  Upon  the  additional  territory  thereby  con- 
firmed to  the  United  States  President  Tyler  observes  : 

'*  The  region  of  country  on  and  near  the  shore  of  the  lake,  between  Pigeon 
river,  on  the  north,  and  Fond  du  Lac  and  the  river  St.  Louis,  on  the  south  and 
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west,  considered  valuable  as  a  mineral  region,  is  thus  included  in  the  United 
States.  It  embraces  a  territory  of  four  millions  of  acres  northward  of  the  dain 
set  up  by  the  British  commission  under  the  treaty  of  Ghent." 

It  thus  abundantly  appears  that  the  $300,000  stipulated  by  the  fifth 
article  of  the  treaty  to  be  paid  to  Maine  and  Massachusetts  had  no 
reference  to  the  lands  lost  by  them  under  the  fourth  article,  but  was 
solely  for  their  assent  to  a  new  line  of  boundary,  and  their  consequent 
loss  of  territory  north  of  the  St.  John's  river.  And  it  also  appear? 
that  this  sum  was  not  paid  to  them  either  as  a  gratuity  or  even  as  an 
indemnity  for  their  loss  of  territory,  but  as  the  assumed  value  of  the 
cession  obtained  for  it  elsewhere  by  the  United  States  of  territory, 
undoubtedly  British,  on  the  north  of  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  and 
New  York,  and  of  the  settlement  in  favor  of  the  United  States  of  dis- 
puted points  in  respect  to  a  valuable  island  in  the  St.  Mary's  river, 
and  to  the  boundary  line  west  of  Lake  Superior.  The  liberality  and 
patriotism  of  Maine  and  Massachusetts  in  yielding  so  much  for  the 
national  good,  for  a  compensation  so  inadequate,  well  deserved  the 
following  acknowledgment  in  the  message  of  President  Tvler  of 
August  11,  1842: 

"  Ordinarily,  it  would  be  no  easy  task  to  reconcile  and  bring  together  such  a 
variety  of  interests  in  a  matter  in  itself  difficuh  and  perplexing ;  but  the  efforts 
of  the  government  in  attempting  to  accomplish  this  desirable  object  have  bees 
seconded  and  sustained  by  a  spirit  of  accommodation  and  conciliation  on  tkt 
part  of  the  States  interested,  to  which  much  of  the  success  of  these  efforts  is  tflbe 
€ucribedy 

Upon  the  whole  case,  the  committee  believe  that  the  United  States 
are  under  obligations  to  quiet  the  settlers  upon  the  public  lands  of 
Massachusetts  and  Maine,  under  the  fourth  article  of  the  treaty  of 
Washington,  by  procuring  for  them  releases  of  the  titles  to  their  lots, 
and  that  for  this  purpose  an  appropriation  should  be  made  equal  to 
the  fair  value  of  these  \oU, 

In  1852  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of  the  Senate  reported 
th^it  this  fair  value  would  be  one  dollar  and  fifty  cents  per  acre. — 
(Senate  Reports,  No.  361,  32d  Congress,  2d  session.) 

An  agent  of  the  United  States,  who  visited  the  Eaton  grant  and 
Plymouth  townsliip,  under  authority  of  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Senate  on  the  18th  of  July,  1856,  reported  as  his  own  opinion,  which 
is  confirmed  by  the  evidences  accompanying  his  report,  that  the  value, 
in  a  state  of  nature,  of  the  lots  tjiken*  by  settlers  in  those  tracts,  was 
two  dollars  per  acre. 

It  is  not  probable  that  the  value  of  the  lots  taken  by  settlers  in 
those  tracts  exceeds  the  average  value  of  the  lots  taken  by  them  upon 
the  lands  of  Maine  and  Massachusetts.  They  are  all  selected  and 
choice  lots,  in  a  region  of  great  fertility. 

Tlie  committee,  however,  have  reason  to  suppose  that  under  the 
difficulties  of  the  times  an  appropriation  at  the  rate  of  one  dollar  and 
twenty-five  cents  per  acre,  the  minimum  price  of  the  lands  of  the 
United  States,  will  be  sufficient  to  obtain  the  releases  of  title  which 
the  United  States  are  bound  to  procure. 

The  committee  have  also  considered  it  expedient  to  require  as  a 
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condition  that  Maine  shall  assume  to  quiet  any  further  rights  of  set- 
tlers under  the  fourth  article  of  the  treaty  of  Washington  which 
may  hereafter  be  discovered  to  exist. 

It  appears  from  the  testimony  taken  by  the  agent  of  the  United 
States,  appointed  under  the  Senate  resolution  of  July  18,  1856,  that 
the  prosperity  of  the  late  disputed  territory  in  Maine  has  been  con- 
siderably retarded  by  the  delays,  already  long,  which  have  occurred 
in  quieting  the  titles  of  settlers.  This  agent  says,  in  his  report,  that 
' '  the  value  of  the  improvements  has  not  materially  increased  since 
the  making  of  the  treaty,  and  the  reason  assigned  for  the  absence  of 
improvements  is  the  uncertain  tenure  by  which  they  hold  their  lands.^' 

The  treaty  of  Washington  having  been  concluded  in  1*842,  and  the 
final  ascertainment  of  possessory  rights  under  the  fourth  article  having 
been  made  in  1854,/  the  committee  believe  that  the  duty  of  the  United 
States  in  the  premises  should  be  discharged  without  further  delay  ; 
and  therefore  report  the  accompanying  bill. 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com. 

3d  Session.      f  1    No.  89. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


February  14,  1863. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Wilson,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  the  Militia, 
submitted  the  following 

REPORT. 

• 

The  Committee  oti  Military  Affairs  and  the  Militia^  to  whom  was  referred 
the  petition  of  Dr,  William  T.  G.  Morton,  asking  compensation  for  the 
discovery  and  gift  to  his  country  and  mankind  of  tJie  application  of 
etJiereal  vapor  as  a  safe  and  practical  ancesthesia,  or  pain-stibduing 
agent  J  have  had  the  same  under  consideration,  and  report : 

That  at  the  time  of  the  alleged  discovery,  in  1846,  and  for  a  long 
and  indefinite  period  prior  thereto,  means  had  been  sought,  and  some- 
times with  success,  to  relieve  and  even  to  destroy  pain  in  surgical 
operations.  For  this  purpose  opium,  Indian  hemp,  mesmerism,  and 
nitrous  oxide  gas  and  alcohol  were  used,  and  all  in  their  turn  aban- 
doned, except  that  opium  in  many  cases,  and  mesmerism  in  a  few, 
still  continued  to  be  used  with  partial  and  imperfect  success.  But  at 
that  time  there  was  not  any  safe  and  certain  means  of  producing 
ancesthesia  known  to  and  used  by  the  medical  profession. 

That  in  the  years  1844,  1845,  and  1846,  the  petitioner  was  exten- 
sively engaged  in  the  practice  of  dentistry  in  the  city  of  Boston  ; 
that  he  was  at  the  same  time  a  student  in  the  medical  college  of  that 
city,  and  attendant  on  the  clinical  lectures  in  the  general  hospital, 
and  obtained  his  degree  at  the  Washington  University,  Maryland. 
In  his  private  practice  and  at  the  hospital  he  witnessed  much  human 
suffering,  and  in  the  clinical  lectures  the  means  of  relieving  it  were 
considered  and  discussed,  and  Doctor  Morton  assisted  in  testing  the 
efficacy  of  such  as  were  tried  in  the  medical  class  of  which  he  was  a 
member.  Thus  the  status  of  science  on  that  subject  became  well  known 
to  him — as  well  what  it  had  accomplished  as  what  it  lacked.  Every- 
thing, indeed,  had  been  abandoned  by  the  learned  professors  and 
surgeons  in  that  hospital,  except  the  use  of  opium  in  a  few  specific 
cases.  It  was  deemed  probable  that  there  was  something  in  nature 
which  would  produce  certain,  safe,  and  perfect  anaesthesia,  but  it  was 
also  certain  that  it  had  not  yet  been  discovered.  The  petitioner  was 
thus  led  to  investigation  and  experiment.  The  effect  of  ether  when 
applied  to  the  part,  in  relieving  the  pain  of  an  aching  tooth  to  which 
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he  applied  it  in  1844,  with  a  knowledge  of  the  use  of  its  vapor  in  j 
college  experiments,  suggested  the  idea  to  him  that  the  vapor  of 
ether  might  furnish  the  much-desired  and  long-sought  preventive  of 
pain.  Accordingly,  during  the  summer  of  1844  he  tried  experiments 
on  animals,  and  continued  the  investigation  until  he  succeeded,  in 
rendering  himself  entirely  unconscious  by  an  experiment  on  himself 
in  1846,  and  became  satisfied  that  it  might  be  used  with  safety.  He 
endeavored  to  prevail  on  his  students  to  submit  to  the  experiments, 
but  they  having  heard  accounts  of  its  occasional  fatal  effects  in  col- 
lege experiments,  refused  to  inhale  it  to  the  extent  he  desired. 
Chance  at  length  threw  in  his  -  ay  the  means  of  trying  and  standing 
by  and  wiinessinci  its  effect  on  a  human  being,  who  was  undisturbed 
by  any  preconceived  opinions,  whether  hopes  or  fears. 

On  the  30th  of  September,  1846,  a  strong,  robust  man  came  into 
his  oflBce  and  asked  to  have  a  tooth  extracted,  and  as  he  was  unwil- 
ling to  suffer  pain,  desired  to  be  mesmerized.  He  was  told  that  there 
was  a  better  preventive,  and  he  consented  to  have  it  applied.  Doc- 
tor Morton  administered  the  vapor  of  sulphuric  ether,  and  the  tooth 
was  extracted  without  any  expression,  and,  as  the  patient  declared, 
without  any  sensation,  of  pain,  and  without  any  injurious  consequence. 
Doctor  Morton  made  numerous  other  successful  experiments,  which 
satisfied  him  of  its  safety  and  efficacy.  It  was  almost  in)mediate1y  in- 
troduced into  the  medical  hospital  at  Doctor  Morton's  request,  where, 
with  a  short  interruption  within  the  first  month,  it  has  been  since  con- 
stantly used  with  entire  success.  Having  verified  his  discovery,  he 
applied  for  and  obtained  a  patent  under  the  great  seal  of  the  United 
States.  This  was  determined  on  as  the  best  means  of  publicly  veri- 
fying his  right  to  the  discovery,  and  of  keeping  this  new  and  mysteri- 
ous agent  out  of  unskilful  hands  ;  but  in  order  to  extend  its  benefits 
to  the  utmost  limits  of  safety,  he  at  once  gave  free  permission  of  its 
use  to  all  public  institutions  which  Doctor  Warren,  senior  sur- 
geon of  the  medical  hospital  of  Boston,  saw  fit  to  name.  He  also 
invited  all  reliable  members  of  the  medical  faculty  to  receive  instruc- 
tions and  join  in  testing  its  value.  All  of  those  who  now  contest  his 
right  knew  of  his  intended  application  before  it  was  made,  and,  so 
knowing,  approved  it.  The  specification,  which  the  granting  words  of 
the  patent  cover,  declares  a  preference  for  **the  vapor  of  sulphuric 
ether  to  those  of  muriatic  or  other  kinds  of  ether,''  but  adds  that  *'any 
such  may  be  employed  which  will  properly  produce  the  state  of  in- 
sensibility, without  any  injurious  consequences  to  the  patient."  This, 
of  course,  includes  chloric  ether,  or  chloric  ether  concentrated  into 
chloroform.  The  sulphuric  ether  was  preferred,  because  it  is  equally 
efficient  and  much  more  safe  than  chloric  ether  or  chloroform. 

This  patent,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  ought  to  put  forever 
at  rest,  between  the  United  States  and  the  petitioner,  and  between  all 
who  knew  and  approved  of  the  application  for  the  patent  and  the  pe- 
titioner, all  question  as  to  the  right  of  discovery  of  the  thing  patented. 
But,  independently  of  this,  there  is  ample  evidence  in  the  papers  ac- 
companying this  report  that  the  petitioner  was  the  first  and  original 
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discoverer  of  the  vapor  of  ether  as  a  safe  and  practical  anaesthetic 
agent. 

It  is  further  shown,  by  evidence  satisfactory  to  your  committee,  that 
the  discovery  was  a  source  and  cause  not  of  profit  or  emolument  to  • 
Dr.  Morton,  but  of  labor,  anxiety,  and  heavy  and  ruinous  expense 
and  loss.  The  anaesthetic  agent  was  assailed.  It  was  represented  as 
ruinous  to  the  human  constitution,  and  often  fatal  to  life.  The  public- 
were  warned  against  its  use,  and  Dr.  Morton  devoted  years  of  his  life-., 
his  patrimony,  all  the  earnings  of  his  past  life,  and  all  his  credit, 
to  put  down  and  disabuse  the  public  of  the  falsehood  thus  industri- 
ously circulated  to  its  prejudice.  He  and  a  few  generous  friends  who 
came  to  his  aid  alone  strove  with  the  tide  which  set  so  strongly  against 
the  discovery.  Neither  of  those  who  now  contest  his  right  lifted  .a 
finger  to  aid,  until  he  finally  prevailed,  but  assailed  it.  The  vapor 
of  ether  as  an  anaesthetic  agent  was  acknowledged,  and  received  and 
used  throughout  the  civilized  world.  It  was  used  in  all  the  hospitals 
of  the  United  States,  and  by  all  the  surgeons  in  the  army  and  navy 
of  the  United  States.  Thus  the  Executive  of  the  United  States 
seized  and  used  this  discovery  without  license  or  reward,  and  regard- 
less of  its  own  patent — an  example  which  the  multitude  readily  fol- 
lowed, though  the  patent  had  kept  the  discovery  out  of  the  hands  of 
quacks  until  it  had  been  fully  and  fairly  tested.  But  this  brought  no 
relief  to  the  discoverer;  and  every  quack  and  pretender,  wheresoever 
they  practiced,  following  the  example  of  the  United  States  authorities, 
used  the  pain-destroying  agent,  without  regard  to  the  rights  of  the 
patentee.  Dr.  Morton  then  determined  to  apply  to  his  country  for 
compensation  and  redress. 

Prom  1849  to  1854,  inclusive,  two  reports  were  made  by  commit- 
tees of  the  House,  aflSrmingthe  right  of  Dr.  Morton,  and  recommend- 
ing compensation.  They  are  elaborate  and  carefully  considered*  re- 
ports, founded  upon  a  great  mass  of  testimony,  taken  as  well  by  Dr. 
Morton  to  support  his  claim  as  by  the  several  contestants  te  destroy 
it;  and  after  carefully  considering  and  weighing  the  testimony  and 
the  acts  of  the  several  parties  at  the  time  of  the  discovery^  and  im- 
mediately subsequent  thereto,  they  reported  in  favor  of  his  claim, 
•  and  recommended  compensation;  and  they  reported  bills,  which  were- 
buried  and  lost  in  the  mass  of  unfinished  business. 

Two  committees  of  the  Senate — the  Committees  on  Military  and< 
Naval  Afiairs — concurred  in  the  reports  of  the  committee  of  the  House. 
A  bill  granting  relief  generally  to  the  discoverer  passed  the  Senate^ 
in  1853,  and  again  in  1854.  One  of  these  shared  the  fate  of  the  House- 
bills — buried  like  them  in  the  mass  of  unfinished  business.  The  other 
was  rejected  in  the  confusion  of  a  midnight  session. 

Worn  out,  and  hopeless  of  the  action  of  Congress,  Dr.  Morton  me- 
morialized the  President  of  the  United  States,  praying  him  to  give 
compensation  for  the  use  of  the  ancesthe^ia^  the  patented  artide^  or  to> 
cease  to  use  it  in  the  army  and  navy.  The  President  received  the 
application,  and  was  about  to  order  a  just  and  liberal  compensation^ 
when  the  Secretary  of  War,  Jefferson  Davis,  induced  him  to  require, 
as  a  prerequisite,  a  suit  in  one  of  the  federal  courts,  and  a  judgment 
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then  against  an  army  or  navy  surgeon  for  using  it.  Dr.  Morton  brought 
suit,  recovered  judgment  against  a  surgeon  of  a  marine  hospital,  and 
in  due  time,  but  after  a  change  of  administration,  produced  the  record 
of  the  judgment,  presented  it  to  Howell  Cobb,  then  head  of  the 
Treasury  Department,  to  which  the  hospital  belonged,  who  hesitated 
for  a  time,  and  at  last  refused,  to  carry  out  the  order  of  the  President 
So  the  Executive  refused  compensation,  and  continued  to  use  the  dis- 
covery, as  theretofore.  This  memorial  to  the  President  was  backed 
by  the  signatures  of  a  majority  of  the  members  of  each  house  of  Con- 
gress. In  the  mean  time  the  patent  was  drawing  to  a  close,  and  Dr. 
Morton  determined  to  apply  for  an  extension,  under  the  hope  that 
Congress  or  the  Executive  would  yet  be  induced  to  recognize  and  re- 
spect his  rights  under  it  at  some  time  within  and  during  the  extended 
term;  but  the  extension  was  denied  him  because  of  some  technical 
formality  with  which  he  could  not  comply.  Your  committee,  how- 
ever, consider  his  claim  as  valid  against  the  United  States,  in  equity 
and  good  conscience,  as  it  would  have  been  if  no  such  difficulty  had 
been  interposed,  and  the  patent  had  been  extended  according  to  usual 
practice  of  the  office  in  ordinary  cases. 

Congress  having  done  nothing,  the  right  of  Dr.  Morton  to  the  dis- 
covery was  examined,  and,  after  most  careful  investigation,  vouched 
by  the  medical  and  surgical  faculties  of  Boston,  New  York,  and  Phil- 
adelphia, the  elite  of  the  profession  joined  in  attestation  of  the  great 
merits  of  the  discovery;  and-  they  express  an  unqualified  judgment 
that  Dr.  Morton  is  entitled  to  the  credit  of  the  discovery,  and  of  per- 
fecting and  giving  it  to  the  world.  And  as  evidence  that  this  is  not 
mere  words  of  compliment,  they  vouched  their  opinion  by  a  generous 
eflfort  to  procure  subscriptions  to  relieve  the  embarrassment  in  which 
Dr.  Morton  was  involved  by  his  devoted  self-sacrifice. 

The  examination  of  this  question,  and  the  consequent  judgment 
and  subscription,  originated  with  the  medical  faculty  of  Boston;  and  as 
they  Imd  all  the  means  derived  from  a  knowledge  of  parties,  of  wit- 
nesses, and  the  acts  of  parties  during  the  doubtful  period  of  the  dis- 
covery, when  no  man  could  tell  whether  it  was  or  was  not  of  value, 
their  decision  may  be  properly  considered  as  the  verdict  of  a  highly 
intelligent  jury  of  the  vicinage,  and  as  such,  your  committee  give  it 
great  weight.  And  its  value  is  enhanced  by  the  fact  that  the  facuhies 
of  New  York  and  Philadelphia,  on  a  re-examination  of  the  question, 
concurred  in  this  judgment.  The  Institute  of  Prance  awarded  to  Dr. 
Morton  their  largest  gold  medal.  All  this  would  seem  conclusive, 
even  if  it  were  not,  as  your  committee  think  it  is,  fully  sustained  by 
independent  proof. 

But  the  subscriptions  procured  by  medical  and  surgical  faculties, 
liberal  though  they  were,  fall  far  short  of  a  sum  sufficient  to  indemnify 
Dr.  Morton  for  his  expenditures  of  time  and  money  in  pursuit  of  the 
discovery,  and  in  giving  it  to  the  public  under  conditions  which  would 
command  public  confidence.  Nor  is  it  just  that  this  single  profession 
should  take  upon  itself,  by  its  extraordinary  efibrts,  the  burden  of  re- 
warding and  sustaining  a  discovery  by  which  the  nation  has  been,  and 
is  now  especially,  so  largely  benefited.    Who  shall  estimate  its  value  to 
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the  army  and  navy  of  the  United  States  ?  For  what  sum  would  the 
government  now  consent  for  a  single  year,  or  even  after  a  single  battle, 
to  forego  its  use  ?  It  is  in  proof  before  us  that  Dr.  Morton  himself 
administered  his  nepenthe  to  more  than  a  hundred  wounded  soldiers 
fresh  from  the  battle-field  of  Fredericksburg,  and  with  three  minutes 
to  the  man,  and  without  a  single  failure,  prepared  them  all  for  a  pain- 
less operation  with  the  probe  and  the  knife.  His  nepenthe  is  used  in 
all  operations  in  the  army  and  navy,  and  we  are  safe  in  saying  that 
no  sum  which  could  be  named  would  induce  the  United  States  to 
forego  its  use. 

It  was  used  for  fourteen  years,  as  far  back  as  the  Mexican  war,  and 
down  to  the  expiration  of  the  patent.  To  his  legal  right  to  indemnity 
and  compesation  for  thia^  no  one  who  regards  the  mandates  and  pro- 
hibitions of  the  Constitution  can  doubt.  The  legal  liability  of  the 
United  States  for  this  has  been  judicially  determined  in  the  suit 
above  referred  to.  This  is  independent  of  all  consideration  of  merit 
in  the  discovery.  It  is  a  legal  right;  it  is  property;  and  it  is  all  the 
property  the  petitioner  has  left  to  him.  It  has  been  taken  by  the 
United  States,  and  it  has  been  applied  to  public  use.  It  is  debt  due 
Dr.  Morton,  and  long  withheld.  He  is,  also,  in  the  opinion  of  your 
committee,  entitled  equally  to  compensation  for  its  use  to  the  present 
time,  and,  hereafter,  down  to  the  expiration  of  an  extended  patent, 
according  to  ordinary  law  and  the  usage  of  the  department;  and  he 
is  entitled,  not  in  strict  law  or,  perhaps,  in  legal  equity,  but  in  sound 
political  morality,  to  liberal  consideration  for  the  priceless  service 
which  he  has  rendered  to  his  country  an^  its  people  in  every  con- 
dition of  life.  We  are  satisfied  that  Dr.  Morton  is  the  discoverer. 
We  think  him  entitled  to  liberal  compensation  and  reward,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  usages  of  this  and  other  governments  in  such  cases. 

The  only  question  as  to  this  claim  is  the  amount.  A  bill  twice 
passed  the  Senate  appropriating  a  hundred  thousand  dollars  to  the 
discoverer.  Former  committees  and  heade  of  departments,  at  a  time 
when  there  was  not  a  tithe  of  the  evidence  that  the  use  of  the  dis- 
covery by  the  United  States  now  furnishes  of  its  value  to  the  govern- 
ment, reported  in  favor  of  and  recommended  appropriating  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars  to  enable  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  procure  the  surrender  of  Dr.  Morton's  patent. 

The  medical  faculty  say  *'it8  value  is  such  that,  if  it  were  only  to 
be  purchased  with  large  sums  of  money,  millions  of  dollars  would 
readily  and  properly  be  paid  by  persons  who  are  subjects  of  the  pain 
the  discovery  is  competent  to  avert  or  relieve ;''  and  *'  that  Dr.  Morton 
ought  to  have  a  monument  of  gold  as  high  as  Trinity  Church  steeple.*' 
Though  it  may  be  utterly  impossible  to  determine  the  proper 
boimds  within  which  merit  is  to  be  rewarded  in  a  case  like  the  present, 
in  which  an  humble  individual  is  the  donor  and  the  whole  nation  the 
recipient,  we  can  appropriate  a  sura  of  money  which  will  reimburse 
and  indemnify  him  for  expenses  and  sacrifices  in  bestowing  this  boon, 
and  place  his  future  life  beyond  the  reach  of  poverty,  and  in  this 
manner  do  justice  to  ourselves. 

An  account  stated,  supported  by  satisfactory  evidence,  shows  that 
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Dr.  Morton  has  expended  in  money,  and  time,  and  sacrifice  of  profes- 
sional business,  more  than  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  in  discover- 
ing, defending  the  discovery  and  his  rights  thereto,  and  perfecting  and 
giving  the  nation  this  pain-destroying  agent. 

Your  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  some  compensation  is  due, 
but  they  report  these  facts  for  the  information  of  the  Senate,  without 
any  recommendation. 

Your  committee  herewith  report,  as  an  appendix,  a  narrative  of 
the  discovery,  and  Dr.  Morton's  connexion  with  it. — (Appendix  A.) 

An  analysis  of  the  testimony  of  contestants  for  the  honor  of  the 
discovery. — (Appendix  B.) 

Extracts  from  the  reasoned  report  of  the  committee  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  1849  ;  and  extracts,  with  notes  appended, 
from  the  agreed  report  of  1852,  signed  by  a  majority  of  the  members, 
and  certified  by  the  then  clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  but 
not  presented  for  the  want  of  opportunity. — (Appendix  C.) 

Also  extracts  from  a  large  mass  of  evidence  on  which  all  the  reports 
are  mainly  founded;  the  acts  and  proceedings  of  the  medical  and  sur- 
gical associations  of  Boston,  New  York,  and  Philadelphia,  referred 
to  above;  an  account  stated,  with  proof  of  its  approximate  correctness, 
showing  the  expenditures  in  time  and  money  of  Dr.  Morton  in  making 
and  giving  to  the  public  his  discovery; — reports  from  the  Secretaries 
of  War  and  of  the  Navy,  the  surgical  bureau,  the  surgeons  of  the 
army  and  navy,  and  members  of  the  medical  profession,  showing  the 
extent  to  which  the  nepenthe  is  used,  and  the  estimation  in  which  it  is 
held,  and  recommending  compensation; — and  a  summing-up  of  the 
abstract  question  of  discovery.  As  the  appendix  is  voluminous,  they 
have  directed  that  an  index  be  prepared  and  appended  to  facilitate 
its  examination. 
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APPENDIX. 

A. 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^  to  whom  was  referred  the  manorial  of  Dr. 
William  T,  G,  Morion t  asking  remuneration  Jrom  Congress  for  the  discovery 
and  gift  to  his  country  and  to  mankind  of  practical  anasthesia^  have  had  the 
same  under  consideration^  and  report,  as  an  appendix  to  the  foregoing  report : 

That  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion  as  to  the  fact  of  the  discovery  and 
its  true  value,  your  committee  examined  with  care  the  state  of  medical  and 
surgical  science  in  that  department  at  the  time  of  the  pursuit,  experiments  and 
alleged  discovery  by  the  petitioner,  which  was  during  the  years  1844-'45-'46 ; 
and  they  find  that  n'om  the  earliest  times,  and  at  all  times  within  the  historical 
period,  some  means  have  been  known  and  used  to  deaden  or  destroy  the  sensa- 
tion of  pain  in  severe  sutgical  operations,  and  in  some  cases  where  death  was 
inflicted  by  lingering  torture,  a  few  cases  taken  from  writers  of  different  periods 
wiD  sufficiently  establish  this  position. 

Pliny,  the  naturalist,  who  perished  in  the  destruction  of  Herculaneum  in  A.  D. 
79,  in  describing  the  plant  mandragora  says,  "It  has  a  soporific  power  on  the 
faculties  of  tho5e  who  drink  it ;  the  ordinary  portion  is  half  a  cup.  It  is  drank 
against  serpents,  and  before  cutting  and  puncturing,  lest  they  should  be  felt." 
When  he  speaks  of  the  plant  cruca,  called  by  us  the  rocket,  he  says  that  its  seeds, 
when  drank  in  wine  by  criminals  about  to  undergo  the  lash,  produce  a  sort  of 
callouness  or  induration  of  feeling. 

Dioscorides,  the  great  physician  of  Cilicia,  in  Asia,  states,  in  his  chapter  on  the 
mandragora : 

"  Some  boil  down  the  roots  in  wine  to  a  third  part,  and  preserve  the  juice 
thus  procured,  and  give  one  cyathus  of  it  to  cause  the  insensibility  of  those  who 
are  to  he  cut  or  cauterized** 

Besides  this  decoction,  he  speaks  also  of  a  wine  made  from  the  bark  of  this 
same  root,  which  was  to  be  used  for  the  same  purpose.  Speaking  of  another 
variety  of  mandragora,  called  morion,  he  observes,  "medical  men  use  it  also  for 
those  who  are  to  be  cut  or  cauterized." 

Matthiolus,  the  commentator  on  Dioscorides,  confirms  all  his  various  state- 
ments, which  are  subsequently  vouched  for  by  Dodoneous,  who  states  that 
"  wine,  in  which  the  roots  of  mandragora  have  been  steeped,  brings  on  sleep, 
and  appeases  all  pains ;  so  that  it  is  given  to  those  who  are  to  be  cut,  sawed,  or 
burned  in  any  parts  of  their  body,  that  they  may  not  perceive  pain." 

Apuleius,  of  Madaura,  who  lived  about  a  century  later  than  Pliny,  writes : 
"  If  any  one  is  to  have  a  member  mutilated,  burned,  or  sawed,  let  him  drink 
half  an  ounce  with  wine,  and  let  him  sleep  until  the  member  is  cut  away,  without 
any  pain  or  sensation.** 

A  work  on  the  pharmacopoeia  and  medicine,  entitled  Kon-ken-i-tong,  or  general 
collection  of  ancient  and  modern  medicine,  which  belongs  to  the  Bibliotheque 
Imperial  at  Paris,  has  prefixed  to  it  biographical  sketches  of  several  huwdred  of 
the  most  distinguished  physicians  of  China.  Under  the  biographical  notice  of 
Hoatho,  who  flourished  imder  the  dynasty  of  Wei — that  is,  between  the  years 
220  and  230  of  our  era— occurs  the  following  passage : 

"  But  if  the  disease  resided  in  parts  upon  which  the  needle,  the  moxa,  or 
liquid  medicaments,  could  not  operate — for  example,  in  the  bones,  or  the  marrow 
of  the  bones,  in  the  stomach,  or  the  intestines,  he  gave  the  patient  a  preparation 
of  hemp,  (in  the  Chinese,  ma-yo,)  and  after  a  few  moments  he  became  as  insensi- 
ble as  if  he  had  been  drunk  or  dead.     Then,  as  the  case  required,  he  performed 
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operations,  inciBions,  or  amputations,  and  removed  the  cause  of  the  malady; 
then  he  brought  together  and  secured  the  tissues,  and  appbed  limmenta.  After 
a  certain  number  of  days  the  patient  recovered  without  hamng  experimd, 
during  the  operation,  the  tlighest  pain"     „   ,  ^^  .  , 

This  ma-yo  employed  by  Hoatho,  also  called  Hans,  mafo-san,  or  hemp-easenfe 
powder,  the  same  drug  as  mentioned  by  Herodotus  twenty-three  centuries  ago, 
is  the  cannabis  indica,  the  haschisch  or  hasheesh  of  the  east,  now  much  cultivated 
and  used  there  for  the  preparation  of  Bhang,  the  intoxicating  effects  of  whidi. 
and  the  terrible  results  of  its  use  have  been  so  often  described.  "This,"  wrote 
Sir  Joseph  Banks,  about  the  commencement  of  this  century,  "is  prepared,  and. 
I  believe,  used  in  all  partes  of  the  east,  from  Morocco  to  China.  In  Barbary 
it  is  always  taken,  if  it  can  be  procured,  by  criminals  condemned  to  suffer  ampu- 
tation; and  it  is  said  to  enable  those  miserables  to  bear  the  rough  operatiooso^ 
an  unfeeling  executioner,  more  than  we  Europeans  can  the  keen  knife  of  our 
most  skilful  surgeons.** 

But  all  these  pain-assuaging  drugs,  if  used  improperly  and  to  excess,  as  they 
frequently  are,  first  to  relieve  pain,  then  produce  pleasurable  sensations,  tead  to 
destroy  the  nervous  system,  and  generally  produce  •insanity  or  death.  Suet 
is  especially  the  case  with  alcohol  and  Indian  hemp,  or  haschisch.  It  is  recorded 
in  a  modem  journal  of  medicine : 

IMore  than  one-half  of  the  natives  received  provisionally  into  the  insane  wards 
of  the  ci\nl  hospital  in  Algiers  have  been  smokers  of  hascbich  or  eaters  of  maad- 
jaun,  and  scarcely  one  of  them  is  ever  found  to  recover.* 

But  in  the  hands  of  skilful  surgeons  they  have  at  all  times  produced,  to  a 
limited  extent,  a  salutary  effect.  Theodoric,  who  died  in  1298,  ordered  the  ia- 
halation  of  an  anodyne  vapor,  to  prevent  pain,  by  means  of  a  "  spongia  torn- 
nifera,**  (or  sleeping  ball,)  as  it  is  called  in  the  rubric.  Hugo,  of  Lucca,  wiw 
was  tlic  teacher  of  Theodoric,  and  had  often  used  it,  thus  describes  it5  prepara- 
tion :  "  Take  of  opium  and  the  juice  of  unripe  mulberry,  of  hyoscyamus,  of  ik 
juice  of  tlie  hemlock,  of  the  juice  of  the  leaves  of  the  mandragora,  of  the  jui« 
of  the  woody  ivy,  of  the  juice  of  the  forest  mulberry,  of  the  seeds  of  lettuce, 
of  the  seed  of  the  burdock,  which  has  large  and  round  apples,  and  of  ik 
water-hemlock,  each  one  ounce ;  mix  the  whole  of  these  together  in  a  braaen 
vessol,  and  then  in  it  place  a  new  sponge,  and  let  the  whole  boil,  and  as  long  ac 
the  sun  on  the  dog-days,  till  it  (the  sponge)  consumes  it  all,  and  let  it  be  boiled 
away  in  it.  As  often  as  there  is  need  of  it  place  this  same  sponge  into  warn 
water  for  one  hour,  and  let  it  be  applied  to  the  nostrils  till  be  ^o  is  to  be  oper- 
ated on  (qui  incidendus  est)  has  fidlen  asleep,  and  in  this  state  let  the  operatkm 
be  performed,  (rt  sic  Jiat  chirugia,)  When  this  is  finished,  in  order  to  rotee 
him,  place  another  dipped  in  vinegar  firequently  to  his  nose,  or  let  the  juice  of  the 
roots  of  fenigreek  be  squirted  into  his  nostrils.     Presently  be  awakens/* 

M.  Dauriol,  a  French  nhysician,  residing  in  the  neighborhood  of  Tonlonse. 
assorts  tliat,  in  1S32,  he  followed  the  directions  given  by  Theodoric,  and  operated 
several  times  with  success.     He  even  leports  five  cases  of  painless  operatioie. 

Acconling  to  the  statements  of  many  i^nnters,  during  the  fonrteenth,  fi^eniB. 
Mul  sixteenth  centuries  it  was  the  custom  to  give  criminals  about  to  undergo 
the  torture  a  comjwund  which  deadened  then-  sensibility.  This  is  borne  witness 
^^  ;\y  ^**^^^^^J«*  Eymerie,  grand  inquisitor  of  Aiagon. 

I  his  was  al8o  the  opinion  of  Pegma,  who  commentated  the  work  of  Evmene 
m  l.>i8,  who  attrilmted  it  to  sorcery.  In  1524  Hippolitus,  professor  of  jari*- 
prmlenco  at  l^^loirna,  wrote,  in  his  Criminal  Practice,  that  be  bad  seen  accnsed 
|HM^on8,  as  It  were,  a^lei  p,  under  the  most  cruel  tortures  ;  and  in  such  a  stupor 
as  ivsemblos  the  action  of  narcotic  meilicines.  This  result  is  regretted  h\  Ti- 
iHuuu^u,  a  iNnitemiH.rary  of  IVgna,  who  compkined  that  it  bad  become  ahno^t 
u»t-les8  n>  apply  the  torture,  for  the  means  of  stupefaction  being  known  to  eveiy 

'^  '»  JoxuwaX  Av^^l^\\c\\\<^«VvVC\l\YaT^^^\^T^^^^v^^^   ^sA-  U^ecUoo^Jhirurgical  ReTicw.*  1S5S^ 
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jailor,  they  seldom  fail  to  impart  the  benefit  of  their  secret  to  the  wretches  put 
to  the  question. 

Although  at  this  time  the  means  of  deadening  sensibility  by  drugs  were  so 
well  known  to  the  criminals  and  their  jailors,  it  does  not  appear  that  their  use 
to  relieve  pain  during  operations  was  by  any  means  common.  It  is  probable 
the  deadly  results  which  must  have  'often  ensued  from  their  use,  the  long-con- 
tinued depression  which  they  exert  upon  the  nervous  system,  the  confirmed 
stupor,  and  the  congestions  and  other  accidents  which  are  so  liable  to  follow,  all 
conspired  to  prevent  their  use  or  even  examination  by  the  surgeons. 

Guy  de  Chauliac,  or  Chaulieu,  and  Brunus,  are  the  only  ones  during  this 
period  who  refer  in  their  medical  works  to  agents  to  relieve  pain.  But  as  espe- 
cial reference  is  made  by  them  to  their  bad  eflects  and  the  danger  of  producing 
asphyxia,  congestions,  and  death,  it  is  probable  that  they  were  seldom  and 
most  unsuccessfully  employed. 

J.  Canape,  or  Canappe,  physician  to  Francis  I,  wrote  a  work  in  which  he 
speaks  of  the  procedure  of  Theodoric  and  others,  and  thus  refers  to  the  dangers 
of  the  internal  administration  of  narcotics  :  "  Lcs  autrea  donnent  opium  a  boire, 
et  font  mal,  specialement  s'il  est  jeune,  et  I'aper^oivent ;  car  c'est  avec  une 
grande  bataille  de  vertu  animale  et  naturelle.  J  *ai  oui  qui'ls  encourent  manie, 
et  part  consequent,  la  mort." 

The  celebrated  French  surgeon,  Ambrose  Pare,  toward  the  close  of  the  same 
century,  mentions  that  a  decoction  of  mandragora,  **  to  avert  the  pain  attendant 
upon  the  amputation  of  a  limb,"  was  **  formerly  used.'*  In  1579  an  Fnglish 
author,  BuUeyn,  stated  that  it  was  possible  to  put  a  patient  into  an  anaesthetic 
state  during  the  operation  of  lithotomy,  but  speaks  of  the  sleep  produced  as  "  a 
trance,  or  a  deepe  terrible  dreame." 

Many  of  the  older  authors  affected  a  secrecy  and  mystery  as  regards  these 
preparations.  Baptista  Porta  describes  a  '*pamum  somnificum"  (a  sleeping 
apple,)  "  the  smelling  of  which  binds  the  eyes  with  a  deep  sleep."  He  states 
that  there  can  be  extracted  from  plants  "  a  quintessence  which  must  be  kept  in 
leaden  vessels,  very  closely  stopped  that  it  may  not  have  the  least  vent,  lest  it 
fly  out.  When  you  would  use  it,  uncover  it  and  hold  it  to  a  sleeping  man's 
nostrils,  whose  breath  will  suck  up  this  subtile  essence,  which  will  so  besiege 
the  castle  of  his  senses  that  he  will  be  overwhelmed  with  a  most  profound  sleep, 
not  to  be  shook  off  without  much  labor.  After  sleep  no  heaviness  will  remain 
in  his  head,  nor  any  suspicion  of  art.  These  things,"  he  adds,  "  are  manifest 
to  a  wise  physician ;  to  a  wicked  one  obscure." 

Meisner  gives  in  detail  an  account  of  a  secret  remedy  given  toward  the  close 
of  the  seventeenth  ceutury,  by  Weiss,  to  Augustus  II.,  King  of  Poland,  which 
produced  such  a  perfect  state  of  ansesthesia  that  the  King's  diseased  foot  was 
amputated  without  his  feeling  it.  The  operation  was  performed  without  the 
royal  patient's  consent,  and  was  not  discovered  by  him  until  the  following 
morning. 

In  the  tragedy  of  "Women  Beware  Women,"  written  by  Middleton,  and  pub- 
lished in  1657,  he  alludes  in  the  following  terms  to  ansesthesia  in  surgery : 

**  I'll  imitate  the  pities  of  old  surgeons 
To  this  lost  limit,  who,  ere  they  show  their  art, 
Cast  one  asleep,  thai  cut  the  diseased  part. ' ' 

Of  all  the  narcotics  which  have  been  employed  to  relieve  pain,  opium  (which 
"Van  Helmont  calls  the  ** specific  gift  of  the  Creato?'**)  and  its  various  prepara- 
tions has  been  the  longest  time  in  vogue,  and  with  by  far  the  most  certain  and 
satisfactory  results.  Theodoric  and  Guy  de  Chauliac  gave  it  internally,  and 
many  other  surgeons  have  constantly  since  advocated  its  use.  Up  to  the  time 
of  the  discovery  of  etherization  it  was  in  reality  the  only  means  relied  upon  to 
deaden  the  anguish  of  an  operation ;  it  was  the  custom  to  administer  a  large 
dose,  but  one  varied  according  to  the  age,  to  the  patient  a  short  time  previous 
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to  the  commeucemeiit  of  the  operation ;  and,  if  grave,  it  was  never  begun  until 
the  effects  manifested  themselves.  Although  the  effect  was  never  pushed  to 
the  state  of  stupefaction,  and  consequently  a  great  degree  of  pain  could  be  felt, 
it  could  never  be  looked  upon  as  a  reliable  or  safe  agent.  The  uncertainty  of 
the  time  or  power  of  its  action ;  the  delirious  excitement  which  it  often  occa- 
sioned instead  of  insensibility ;  its  really  poisonous  properties,  and  the  subse- 
quent troubles  which  it  rendered  liable—all  conspired  to  render  its  use  as  sel- 
dom as  possible,  and  then  only  for  extreme  cases. 

In  the  year  1828  M.  Girardin  read  a  letter  before  the  Academy  of  Medicine, 
addrest^ed  to  his  Majesty  Charles  X.,  by  Mr.  Hickman,  of  London,  in  which  be 
asserted  that  he  could,  by  introducing  certain  gases  into  the  lungs  of  the  patient, 
perform  the  most  painful  and  dangerous  operations  without  his  feeling  it  in  the 
slightest  degree.  The  proposition  of  Mr.  Hickman  met  with  little  or  no  favor  in 
France,  and  even  in  England  all  the  experiments  made  by  him  were  attended 
with  very  poor  success. 

Nothing  is  known  with  certainty  as  to  the  gas  which  he  used.  Down  to  this 
time  the  great  discovery  had  not  been  made.  As  late  as  1839  M.  Velpeau 
wrote : 

"  To  escape  pain  in  surgical  operations  is  a  chimera  which  we  are  not  per- 
mitted to  look  for  in  our  day.  A  cutting  instrument  and  pain,  in  operative  medi- 
cine, are  two  words  which  never  present  themselves  the  one  without  the  other, 
in  the  mind  of  patients,  and  it  is  necessary  for  us  surgeons  to  admit  their  asso- 
ciation.'* 

But  there  has  been  and  there  continues  to  occur  many  cases  in  which  the  pain 
of  operations  was  alleviated,  if  not  entirely  destroyed,  by  stimulants,  by  seda- 
tives, and  by  mental  preparation,  and  the  faculty,  with  little  faith  in  mesmerism, 
did  not  entirely  reject  even  it  in  practice.  It  was  very  conmion  opinion  in  the 
profession  that  pain  could  be  destroyed  in  surgical  operations,  while  it  was  quite 
clear  that  no  safe  and  certain  means  had  yet  been  found  to  effect  the  object.  In 
this  state  of  science  and  opinion  it  were  no  new  discovery  to  find  and  prove 
that  the  pain  of  an  operation  might  be,  in  some  cases,  alleviated  or  destroyed 
by  physical  appliances,  or  mental  preparation,  or  both  combined.  The  decider- 
atum  was  some  physical  appliance,  easy  to  be  administered,  and  safe,  certain, 
and  uniform  in  its  operation.  Nothing  short  of  this  could  be  received  and 
adopted  by  the  profession,  and  this  had  not  yet  been  discovered. 

In  1844  Mr.  James  Braid,  surgeon  of  Manchester,  England,  published  a 
work  entitled  "  Neurypnology  or  Hypnotism,  or  the  Rationale  of  Nervous  Sleep, 
considered  in  relation  to  Animal  Magnetism."  He  claimed  in  this  work  to  have 
made  a  discovery  precisely  similar  to  that  claimed  by  M.  R'bcca.  He  maintained 
that  the  chief  phenomenon  of  mesmerism,  the  state  of  catalepsy  or  insensibility, 
could  be  produced  in  most  persons  by  fixing  the  eyes  on  a  bright  point,  at  a 
given  distance,  before  and  above  the  eyes,  and  that  in  the  condition  thus  pro- 
duced surgical  operations  could  be  performed  without  pain  to  the  patient.  The 
mesmerizers  replied  that  his  discovery  was  no  discovery  at  all ;  that  they  had  long 
been  familiar  with  the  phenomena  he  described,  which  did  not  at  all  invalidate 
the  claims  of  mesmerism.  And  they  declared  that  they  had  long  been  in  the 
habit  of  performing  painless  operations  upon  persons  in  tlie  state  of  catlepsy. 
induced  by  mesmeric  influences.  In  a  book  entitled  the  **  History  and  Philoso- 
phy of  Animal  Magnetism,"  published  in  Boston  in  1843,  a  year  before  Braid's 
book  appeared,  we  find  the  following  statements : 

"  Dr.  Shattuck,  of  Lowell,  has  been  very  successful  as  a  magnetizer,  and  has 
made  some  new  and  valuable  discoveries  in  the  science.  A  large  tumor  waj 
extracted  from  the  shoulder  of  a  lady,  whom  he  had  magnetized  at  a  public 
lecture  in  Lowell,  without  causing  the  slightest  pain.  The  incision  was  made 
to  the  depth  of  two  inches.     This  experiment  was  performed  under  the  direct 
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personal  inspection  of  three  or  four  other  physicians,  who  admitted  the  astonish- 
ing insensibility  of  the  patient.  Mr.  Silas  Allen,  of  Boston,  recently  magnetized 
a  lady  who  had  broken  an  arm,  and  the  fracture  was  set  by  Dr.  Hewett  while 
she  was  in  this  state  without  pain.  In  this  state  some  persons  are  entirely  in- 
sensible to  pain  in  eyery  part  of  the  body.  You  may  pierce  their  flesh  with 
knives,  pull  out  their  teeth,  cauterize  them  with  a  hot  iron,  apply  the  most 
powerful  caustic  to  their  flej^h,  or  give  them  an  electric  shock  which  would  cause 
instant  death  in  the  natural  state,  but  they  appear  totally  unconscious  of  your 
attacks.  The  wonderful  insensibility  of  some  persons  in  the  magnetic  staje  has 
been  tested  by  experiments  which  place  the  fact  beyond  dispute.  Teeth  are 
every  day  extracted  while  the  patients  are  under  this  influence  without  pain. 
Tumors  have  been  cut  out,  limos  set,  and  other  painful  operations  perfonned, 
which  could  not  otherwise  be  endured." 

In  1799  Sir  Humphrey  Davy  commenced  experimenting  with  nitrous  oxide. 
He  suggested  its  capability  of  destroying  physical  pain,  and  that  it  might 
"  probably  be  used  in  surgical  operations  in  which  no  great  effusion  of  blood 
takes  place."  But  there  is  no  evidence  that  he  or  any  one  else  tested  this  theory 
until  quite  a  recent  date. 

Dr.  Martin  Gay,  in  1847,  says: 

**  An  attempt  was  made,  without  success,  four  or  five  years  ago,  by  some 
students  at  Cambridge,  to  perform  the  operation  of  extracting  teeth  upon  one  or 
two  of  their  companions  who  were  under  the  influence  of  nitrous  oxide.  In  one 
instance  the  subject,  while  under  the  influence  of  the  gas,  made  his  escape,  and 
was  with  ditKculty  caught.  A  peculiarly  pugnacious  state  of  feeling  had  been 
induced ;  certainly  not  the  condition  in  which  to  undergo  a  delicate  surgical 
operation."  Horace  Wells,  in  1844,  employed  it  for  producing  temporary  un- 
consciousness while  extracting  teeth,  and  found  it  to  produce  exhilai-ation  out  of 
proportion  to  its  anaesthetic  properties,  and  the  hopes  founded  upon  it  proved 
nugatory  and  delusive,  but  we  shall  have  more  to  say  of  this  in  the  sequel.  In 
like  manner  faded  away  the  hopes  founded  upon  mesmerism.  Up  to  the  time 
we  are  writing,  and  two  or  three  years  later  exhibitions  of  the  nitrous  oxide  gas 
and  animal  magnetism  were  held  throughout  the  New  England  States  for  the 
purpose  of  amusement. 

Though  these  experiments  had  produced  no  safe,  efficacious,  and  unobjec- 
tionable means  of  performing  operations  without  pain,  they  afforded  daily  stimulus 
to  those  experimenting  in  that  direction. 

Your  petitioner,  Wm.  T.  G.  Morton,  M.  D.,  attended  the  lectures  of  the  Mas- 
sachusetts Medical  College,  obtained  his  medical  degree  at  the  Washington 
University,  Maryland.  Dr.  John  C.  Warren,  one  of  the  professors  who  deliv- 
ered surgical  lectures  at  the  Massachusetts  Medical  College  at  this  period,  says  : 
**The  discovery  of  a  mode  of  preventing  pain  was  annually  alluded  to  in  his 
lectures.  Trials  were  made  with  all  the  plans  calculated  to  accomplish  that 
end,  opiates  and  stimulants  were  given  freely,  and  experiments  made  with 
animal  magnetism  and  nitrous  oxide,  or  laughing  gas.  Dr.  Morton  personally 
assisted  in  demonstrating  the  utility  of  some  of  these  agents  before  the  medical 
class  of  which  he  was  tlien  a  member. 

While  searching  for  something  to  supply  the  want  in  question,  a  young  lady, 
a  Miss  Parrot,  of  Gloucester,  came  under  his  care,  who  suffered  such  intense 
pain  in  a  tooth  that  endurance  seemed  impossible.  Among  a  lot  of  books 
which  Dr.  Morton  purchased  on  the  3d  of  May,  1845,  was  the  following,  which 
contained  in  a  condensed  form  what  was  known  by  the  profession  as  to  its  use 
in  medicine,  Pereira's  Materia  Medica,  in  which  it  is  stated  that  "the  vapor  of 
ether  is  inhaled  in  spasmodic  asthma,  chronic  catarrh  and  dyspepsia,  hooping 
cough,  and  to  relieve  the  effects  caused  by  the  accidental  inhalation  of  chlorine 
gas." 

"When  the  vapor  of  ether,  sufficiently  diluted  with  atmospheric  air,  is  inhaled^ 
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it  causes  irritation  about  the  epiglottis,  a  sensation  of  fullness  in  the  head,  and 
a  succession  of  effects  analogous  to  those  caused  by  the  protoxide  of  nitrogeD, 
and  persons  peculiarly  susceptible  of  the  action  of  the  one  are  also  powerfully 
affected  by  the  other.  If  the  air  be  too  strongly  impregnated  with  ether,  stupe- 
faction ensues.  In  one  case  this  state  continued,  with  occasional  periods  of  in- 
termission, for  more  than  thirty  hours ;  for  many  days  the  pulse  was  so  much 
lowered  that  considerable  fears  were  entertained  for  the  safety  of  the  patient 
In  another  case,  an  apoplectic  condition,  which  continued  for  some  hours,  was 
produced." 

An<5ther  book.  Hooper's  Medical  Dictionary,  under  the  head  of  Ether, 
says  :  "Applied  externally,  it  is  of  service  in  headache,  toothache.,  and  othtr 
painful  affections.  •  •  •  •  If  it  be  prevented  from  evaporation  by  covering 
the  place  to  which  it  is  applied  closely  with  the  hand,  it  proves  a  powerftil 
stimulant  and  rubefacient,  and  excites  a  sensation  of  burning  heat,  as  is  the 
case  with  solutions  of  camphor  in  alchohol  or  turpentine.  In  this  way  it  is  fre- 
quently used  for  removing  pains  in  the  head  or  teeth.**  Dr.  Morton  applied 
this  prescription  to  the  diseased  tooth  of  his  patient  freely  and  often,  keeping  it 
sealed  up  in  the  hollow  tooth.  On  introducing  the  instrument  in  the  cavity  of 
the  tooth  in  search  of  the  sensitive  portion  of  the  bone,  he  found  the  patient  ex- 
perienced no  pain  whatever,  but  to  his  surprise  the  surrounding;  parts  were  be- 
numbed. The  thought  flashed  across  him,  if  one  part  can  thus  be  brought 
under  the  influence  of  ether,  why  npt  the  whole  system?  He  was  in  a  situation 
well  calculated  to  work  out  this  problem.  At  this  period  he  was  attending  the 
lectures  of  the  Massachusetts  Medical  College.  It  was  formerly  the  aimual 
custom,  both  in  this  country  and  in  Europe,  when  the  lecture  on  ether  and  gas^ 
was  delivered  by  professors  in  many  of  the  colleges,  to  put  a  little  etiier 
into  a  bladder  and  offer  the  students  their  choice  to  inhale  ether  or  nitrous  oxide. 
This  offer  was  accompanied  with  a  statement  that  the  nitrous  oxide,  when  car- 
ried to  the  same  extent,  was  safe,  and  the  ether  dangerous.  During  Dr.  Mor- 
ton's attendance  upon  the  lectures  of  the  Medical  College,  nitrous  oxide  and 
ether  were  both  lectured  upon,  and  the  effect  of  nitrous  oxide  exhibited  before 
the  class,  he  taking  part  in  the  exhibitions.  Instances  are  on  record  of  students 
falling  flat  upon  the  floor  during  insensibility,  produced  by  the  inhalation  of 
ether  at  these  exhibitions.  Mr.  Metcalf,  to  whose  testimony  we  shall  presently 
refer,  communicated  to  Dr.  Morton  an  account  of  his  administering  ether  to  a 
person,  for  the  purpose  of  producing  exhilaration,  who  became  exceedingly  wild, 
and  in  his  struggles  severely  injured  his  head,  and  yet  who,  after  the  sub- 
sidence of  the  wild  state,  knew  nothing  of  his  injury  until  his  attention  was  called 
to  it.  These  facts,  taken  in  connexion  with  the  observation  Dr.  Morton  had 
made  of  the  effects  of  ether  sealed  up  in  his  patient's  tooth,  was  calculated  to 
arrest  attention.  They  presented  credentials  which  had  a  right  to  be  examined. 
Ether  had  a  right  to  be  tried,  candidly  and  fairly  tested,  unless  it  could  be  shown 
that  its  previous  bad  character  forfeited  all  claim  to  further  consideration.  What, 
then,  was  its  previous  character  ?  What  is  the  a  priori  evidence  respecting  the 
danger  of  ether  on  the  one  hand,  or  its  narcotic  power  on  the  other]  And  first, 
the  danger  rests  mainly  upon  the  evidence  of  a  few  cases ;  the  gentleman  in 
Brande's  Journal,  the  druggist's  maid  servant,  and  the  young  man  of  the  Mid- 
land Medical  and  Surgical  Journal ;  to  which  may  be  added  the  experiments  of 
Orfila  upon  dogs,  and  Brodie  upon  Guinea  pigs. 

He  therefore  engaged  earnestly  and  diligently  in  the  study  of  its  properties, 
more  especially  the  effect  produced  by  its  inhalation.  The  current  knowledge 
on  the  subject  was  not  in  all  things  encouraging.  It  had,  doubtless,  many  times 
had  the  effect  of  producing  total  insensibility,  from  which  the  subjects  recovered 
without  injury,  but  in  some  cases  it  had  caused  death ;  caution  was  therefore 
necessary  in  its  use,  and  success  uncertain.  The  student  in  pursuit  of  scientific 
discovery  leaves  but  few  traces  until  he  reaches  the  point  where  success  is  no 
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longer  doubtful ;  the  fear  of  ridicule  in  case  of  failure,  and  the  fear  of  rivals  in 
case  of  success,  are  sufficient  to  make  him  cautious  even  to  timidity.  One  saga- 
cious observer,  however,  discovered  Doctor  Morton's  purpose  before  he  disclosed 
it  to  his  more  intimate  friends.  This  witness  is  the  son  of  the  present  Judge 
Metcalf,  of  the  supreme  court  of  Massachusetts,  and  of  the  highest  character, 
and  of  responsible  scientific  attainments ;  he  supplied  all  the  chemicals  for  the 
city  institutions  of  Boston  and  Chelsea.  On  the  6th  day  of  July,  1846,  Mr. 
Metcalf  sailed  for  Europe,  in  the  ship  Joshua  Bates,  on  a  tour,  from  which  he 
returned  in  the  fall  of  1847.     The  story  is  best  told  by  himself. 

9th.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Dr.  William  T.  G.  Morton  on 
the  subject  of  the  properties  and  effects  of  ether  ?  If  yea,  when  was  it  ?  State 
particularly  alkyour  means  of  knowledge  as  to  the  date,  and  especially  as  to  its 
being  before  or  after  you  heard  of  the  ether  discovery,  and  before  or  after  your 
visit  to  Europe. 

Answer.  I  did  have  a  conversation  with  him  on  that  subject.  It  was  previous  to 
my  departure  for  Europe ;  it  was  the  spring  or  early  summer  of  1846.  I  know 
it  was  previous  to  my  departure  for  Europe,  because,  when  I  saw  this  account 
in  the  French  journal,  I  fixed  it  in  my  own  mind  that  Dr.  Morton  was  the  man, 
remembering  this  conversation ;  and  I  think  I  mentioned  it  to  persons  who  were 

with  me. 

•  •  •  •••••  •• 

11th.  Where  was  this  conversation  with  Dr.  Morton?  State  the  circum- 
stances fully,  and  all  that  was  said  or  done  on  either  side. 

Answer.  It  was  in  my  store  in  Tremont  street,  then  occupied  by  Mr.  Burnett. 
Dr.  Morton  came  in,  and  had  a  vial  filled  with  sulphuric  ether.  While  he  had  it 
in  his  hands,  he  came  to  me  and  asked  various  questions  with  regard  to  its 
qualities  and  medicinal  effects.  He  asked  with  regard  to  its  effects  when  in- 
haled I  spoke  of  it  as  producing  the  same  effects  as  nitrous  oxide  gas  when 
inhaled ;  and  I  related  to  him  some  experiments  of  mine  in  taking  and  giving  it 
for  purposes  of  exhilaration.  I  stated  to  him  also  what  was  the  then  general 
belief,  that  if  inhaled  in  excessive  quantities  its  effects  would  be  dangerous,  if 
not  fatal. 

12th.  State  all  you  saw  or  did  with  reference  to  this  vial.  Describe  it.  How 
large  was  it  ?  What  did  you  do  to  it  ?  How  do  you  know  it  was  sulphuric 
ether  ?     Why  may  it  not  have  been  chloric  ether,  or  nitrous  oxide  ? 

Answer.  Dr.  Morton  brought  it  in  the  vial  which  he  had  filled.  The  vial  had 
on  an  old  and  dirty  label,  on  which  was  printed  sulphuric  ether.  The  label  was 
not  put  on  at  the  time.  I  recollect  perfectly  well  having  the  vial  in  my  hands, 
and  uncorking  it  and  smelling  it.     It  was  a  two  or  four-ounce  vial,  as  large  as 

that.     I  know  it  was  sulphuric  ether,  and  not  chloric  ether  or  nitrous  oxide. 

•  •  *  ••  *  •*•* 

20th.  State  anything  which  Dr.  Morton  said,  or  asked,  tending  to  show  his 
knowledge  or  ignorance  of  sulphuric  ether,  and  the  extent  thereof. 

Answer.  I  can't  remember  any  particular  thing,  but  he  knew  something  about 
it,  as  was  manifest  from  his  questions.  The  questions  he  asked  showed  some 
knowledge  on  the  subject.     When  he  went  away  he  knew  as  much  about  it  as 

I  did,  for  I  gave  him  all  the  information  which  I  had. 

•  •••*  •••• 

3d.  Did  any  fact  by  you  communicated  to  Dr.  Morton,  or  any  statement  made, 
relate  to  the  prevention  of  pain  by  sulphuric  ether  in  surgical  operations  of  any 
kind? 

Answer.  Nothing  from  me  of  that  kind.  I  mentioned  to  him  an  account  of  a 
person  who  had  injured  himself  while  under  the  influence  of  ether,  and  did  not 
know  that  he  had  been  hurt. 
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6th.  What  was  the  account  referred  to  by  you  of  a  man  who  did  not  know  of 
his  being  hurt  ? 

Answer.  In  giving  a  general  account  of  ray  administering  ether,  I  spoke  of  a 
person  to  whom  I  had  given  it,  who  was  exceedingly  wild,  and  who  injured  his 
head  while  under  the  influence  of  it,  and  did  not  know,  when  he  got  over  the 
influence  of  the  ether,  that  he  had  hurt  himself  until  it  was  called  to  his  atten- 
tion.    This  was  not  a  new  fact,  but  was  well  known  at  the  time. 

7th.  You  have  spoken  of  stories  and  anecdotes  which  you  told  to  Dr.  Morton. 
Were  any  of  those  matters  from  your  own  experience  ?     If  aye,  what  ? 

Answer.  They  were  all  within  my  own  experience,  so  far  as  I  now  recollect 
One  of  the  incidents  is  the  one  I  have  just  related.  Another  was  the  ca»e  of  a 
man  with  whom  I  sat  up  all  night  while  under  the  influence  of  ^her,  and  a  good 
many  ludicrous  things  occurred,  which  I  related  to  the  Doctor. 

8th.  Whether  or  not  you  told  Dr.  Morton  of  the  effect  which  the  ether  had 
on  those  persons  to  whom  it  had  been  given  by  you  ?  And  if  so,  what  did  yon 
state  was  the  effect  of  thfe  ether  ? 

Answer.  The  two  preceeding  answers  will  answer  this.  I  stated  that  its 
general  effect  was  exhilaration,  and  incidentally  I  mentioned  this  cage  of  insen- 
sibility. 

Answer.  There  are  many  kinds  of  ether,  or  several  kinds  and  qualities,  varying 
in  name.  He  said  nothing  to  me  about  the  ether  in  his  hands  not  serving  his 
purpose.  The  information  was  all  on  my  side,  though  he  showed  by  his  qu«- 
tions  that  he  knew  something  of  its  nature. 

10th.  Whether  or  not  the  questions  referred  to  by  you  in  your  answer  to  the 
20th  interrogatory,  were  or  were  not  such  as  any  one  familiar  with  Dr.  Wells 
and  his  experiments,  and  interested  in  the  same,  would  or  might  have  asked  for? 

Answer.  At  the  time  those  questions  were  asked  I  did  not  know  that  there 
was  anything  then  in  them  more  than  any  person  interested  in  the  subject  might 
have  asked,  but  subsequent  events,  connected  with  my  recollection  of  his  manner, 
have  given  me  the  impression  that  he  was  then  seeking  for  this  object  which  has 
been  attained — the  anaesthetic  effect. 

If  we  consider  the  then  pursuit  of  Dr.  Morton,  his  earnest  desire  for  informa- 
tion, and  his  anxiety  to  preserve  his  secret,  his  shyness  with  others,  and  hia 
comparative  freedom  in  conversation  with  Mr.  Metcalf,  will  be  fully  explained. 
Mr.  Metcalf  was  a  chemist  possessed  of  all  the  current  scientific  knowledge  of  hia 
profession,  and  he  was  just  setting  out  on  a  voyage  to  Eiurope,  so  that  Dr. 
Morton  could  avail  himself  of  his  knowledge  and  his  suggestions  with  safety  to 
his  secret. 

Joseph  M.  Wightman,  present  mayor  of  the  city  of  Boston,  a  gentleman  who 
has  been  in  the  habit  of  giving  experhnental  lectures  on  science,  since  1837, 
and  on  all  the  various  branches  of  natural  philosophy,  states  in  his  deposition 
as  follows : 

9th.  When  Dr.  Morton  asked  you  if  the  India-rubber  bags  would  hold  ether, 
did  he  mention  what  kind  of  ether  he  was  inquiring  about  ?  What  was  it? 
Are  you  sure  ?  and  why  ? 

Answer.  I  asked  him,  when  he  asked  me  the  question,  "  if  it  was  sulphuric 
ether."  He  said  it  was.  I  am  sure,  because  of  the  subsequent  conversation 
with  him  of  the  effect  of  the  ether  in  softening  the  bags.  I  knew  of  no  other 
kind  of  ether  which  would  have  that  effect.  When  he  asked  me  about  the 
effect  of  ether  upon  the  bags,  my  first  question  to  him  was,  "  I  suppose  you 
mean  sulphuric  ether,*'  and  he  replied  "  that  he  meant  the  conmion  ether."  I 
think  these  were  his  words. 

Answer.  The  conversation  in  relation  to  the  subject  was  more  extended  in 
relation  to  the  effects  of  mesmerism  and  ether,  at  that  time,  than  I  have  indi- 
cated in  my  previous  answers — ^not  only  the  subject  of  mesmerism  and  that  of 
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exhilarating  gas,  but  also  the  effects  of  inhalation  of  ether  was  spoken  of.  I 
now  recollect  of  speaking  to  Dr.  Morton  about  the  effects  of  breathing  ether 
from  a  handkerchief,  as  referred  to  in  my  answer  to  twenty-first  interrogatory, 
at  the  time  of  the  conversation  with  him  about  the  India-rubber  bags ;  I  think 
it  was  also  at  this  interview  that  the  impression  was  made  upon  my  mind  that 
Dr.  Morton  was  seeking  for  some  method  to  draw  teeth  without  pain. 

Ere  this,  his  intimate  friends  and  the  young  men  in  his  office  knew  he  was 
engaged  in  devising  or  perfecting  some  important  improvement  in  dentistry. 

Boston,  March  25,  1847. 

I,  Francis  Whitman,  of  Boston,  in  the  county  of  Suffolk,  and  State  of  Mas- 
sachusetts, student  at  dentistry,  on  oath  depose  and  say : 

That  I  have  often  heard  Dr.  Morton  speak  about  discovering  some  means 
of  extracting  teeth  without  pain.  This  discovery  appeared  to  be  the  subject  of 
his  thoughts  and  investigations  during  the  greater  part  of  last  year,  i.  e.,  1846. 
One  day,  I  think  it  was  previous  to  July,  1846,  Dr.  M.,  in  speaking  of  the  im- 
provements he  had  made  in  his  profession,  and  of  some  one  improvement  in 
particular,  said  if  he  could  only  extract  teeth  without  pain,  he  "  would  make  a 
stir.*'  I  replied  that  I  hardly  thought  it  could  be  done.  He  said  he  believed  it 
could,  and  that  he  would  find  out  something  yet  to  accomplish  his  purpose.  In 
a  conversation  with  Dr.  M.,  some  time  in  July,  he  spoke  of  having  his  patients 
come  in  at  one  door,  having  all  their  teeth  extracted  without  pain  and  without 
knowing  it,  and  then  going  into  the  next  room  and  having  a  full  set  put  in. 

I  recollect  Dr.  Morton  came  into  the  office  one  day  in  great  glee,  and  ex- 
claimed that  he  had  "found  it,"  and  that  he  could  extract  teeth  without  pain! 
I  don't  recollect  what  followed ;  but  soon  after  he  wanted  one  of  us  in  the 
office  to  try  it,  and  he  then  sent  William  and  Thomas  out  to  hire  a  man  to  come 
in  and  have  an  experiment  tried  upon  him. 

I  told  Dr.  Morton  I  knew  what  it  was  that  William  had  bought,  and  said  it 
was  chloric  ether.  Dr.  M.  then  said  he  wished  to  know  if  ether  would  dissolve 
India-rubber,  and  sent  William  P.  Leavitt  to  inquire  of  Dr.  Gay  if  it  would. 

About  this  time  Dr.  M.  asked  me  to  get  the  books  on  chemistry  and  find 
what  they  said  about  ether.  I  did  so,  and  read  it  over  to  him,  and  I  think  he 
went  to  Burnett's  to  see  if  he  could  not  find  something  there. 

Extracts  Jrom  the  testimony  of  Dr,  William  P.  Levitt,  of  Boston. 

Answer.  I  commenced  studying  dentistry  with  Dr.  Morton  in  March,  1846, 
I  believe,  and  was  there  nearly  tnree  years. 

8th.  What  did  you  first  know  Dr.  Morton  to  say  or  do  about  ether  ?  State 
all  you  recollect,  in  its  order,  with  all  the  circumstances. 

Answer.  The  first  which  I  heard  of  ether  was  immediately  aft«r  my  return 
from  the  country.  It  was  the  1st  of  July,  1846.  The  first  I  heard,  I  believe, 
was  when  I  was  sent  after  some  to  Brewer,  Stevens  &  Gushing.  I  heard  Dr. 
Morton  ask  Dr.  Hayden  where  he  could  procure  some  pure  ether ;  this  was  in 
the  back  office.  Hayden  told  him  that  he  could  get  it,  probably,  at  Brewer,  Ste- 
vens &  Gushing's,  on  Washington  street.  He  then  spoke  to  me,  and  asked  me 
to  go  down,  take  a  demijohn  and  get  it  filled,  and  be  careful  and  not  let  them 
know  who  it  was  for.  I  went  down  and  bought  the  ether,  and,  to  make  sure,  I 
told  him  to  make  the  bill  out  for  the  ether  in  the  name  of  some  man  in  the 
country.  I  forget  what  name  I  gave  him.  He  did  do  it,  and  gave  it  to  me,  and 
I  returned  to  Dr.  Morton ;  I  gave  the  ether  to  him.  Soon  after  that  he  sent 
me  to  Dr.  Gay's  to  ask  him  if  ether  would  dissolve  India-rubber ;  I  went,  and 
did  not  find  the  place,  and  returned. 

10th.  What  was  the  next  you  saw  or  knew  Dr.  Morton  to  do  about  ether? 

Answer.  The  next  I  heard  of  it  he  sent  me  and  Thomas  R.  Spear  to  find  a 
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man  to  have  a  tooth  extracted  under  the  influence  of  the  ether.  He  told  me  he 
would  give  me  five  dollars  if  I  would  find  a  man  to  take  the  ether  and  have  a 
tooth  extracted.  I  went  out  with  Thomas  R.  Spear  for  that  purpose,  but  I  did 
not  find  one ;  I  went  down  on  the  wharves,  City  wharf,  and  Faneuil  HalJ 
market.  He  wanted  a  big  Irishman,  he  said,  a  full,  robust  man,  tb  whom  he 
could  give  a  good  quantity.  I  returned,  and  reported  so  to  Dr.  Morton.  Be- 
fore this  he  had  tried  to  induce  me  to  inhale  the  ether.  He  asked  me  to  take  it, 
and  said  it  was  perfectly  harmless  ;  that  he  had  taken  it  himself.  I  declined 
doing  it.  He  tried  to  hire  Spear  to  take  it  in  my  presence.  Dr.  Morton  offered 
him  some  money ;  it  was  five  or  eight  dollars.  Spear  said  he  would  take  it  at 
the  time,  I  believe,  but  afterwards  concluded  not  to. 

44th.  I  wish  you  to  describe  the  proceedings  of  yours  and  Spear's  in  taking 
ether  on  this  evening  you  have  spoken  of. 

Answer.  I  had  charge  of  the  front  room,  and  Spear,  I  think,  had  charge  of 
the  back  room.  I  most  generally  took  care  of  my  room  in  the  evening  after 
folks  had  gone  out  and  Spear  was  present.  He  got  hold  of  the  demijohn  in 
some  way  or  other,  and  said,  "1*11  take  some  ether,  will  you  V*  He  took  out 
his  handkerchief  sat  down  in  the  chair,  took  down  the  demijohn,  and  turned 
some  on.  He  sat  back  in  the  chair,  and  held  the  handkerchief  up  to  his  &ce, 
and  began  to  inhale  it.  He  appeared  to  fall  nearly  asleep ;  he  would  quite,  I 
think,  if  he  kept  still,  if  it  had  not  excited  him  so.  I  think  I  told  him  if  he 
would  inhale  it  through  his  mouth  it  would  affect  him  much  quicker  and  much 
pleasanter;  that  it  would  not  excite  him  so  much  as  it  would  to  draw  it  throDgfa 
his  nostrils.  I  sat  down  in  the  chair,  and  took  the  cup  which  I  mentioned  with 
the  sponge  in  it.  I  told  Spear  that  I  would  take  it  if  he  would  leave  the  roonu 
as  I  was  afraid  he  would  cut  up  some  capers  (he  was  so  lively)  if  I  got  asleep. 
I  shut  myself  into  the  room,  sat  back  in  the  chair,  and  began  to  inhale  it. 

45th.  Did  Spear,  when  he  inhaled  the  ether  on  an  evening,  when,  aa-you  mj, 
you  and  he  inhaled  it,  move  from  the  chair  in  which  he  was  seated  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not  move  while  he  was  inhaling  it,  not  until  he  dropped  the 
handkerchief;  then  he  jumped  up,  and  was  very  much  excited;  he  jumped 
round  considerably;  I  did  not  hold  him.  It  was  a  minute  after  he  put  the 
handkerchief  to  his  nose  before  these  effects  showed  themselves. 

On  the  30th  of  June,  1846,  three  mouths  before  the  discovery  was  made 
public,  it  appears,  by  the  statement  of  Richard  H.  Dana,  jr.,  attorney-at-law,  and 
by  a  charge  in  his  books,  that  an  article  of  agreement  was  entered  into  by 
Doctor  Morton  and  G.  G.  Hayden,  by  which  the  latter  agreed  to  take  charge 
of  the  business  of  Doctor  Morton  for  a  time ;  Doctor  Morton  giving  to  Mr.  Dana 
as  a  reason  of  his  entering  into  the  arrangement,  that  he  wished  to  give  his 
attention  to  another  matter  of  great  importance,  which,  if  successful,  would  revo- 
lutionize the  practice  of  dentistry. 

This  conversation  was  shortly  after  detailed  by  Richard  H.  Dana,  jr.,  to  Doc- 
tor Francis  Dana,  jr.,  whose  corroborative  evidence  puts  the  substance  of  the 
conversation  beyond  question,  and  the  date  is  fixed  by  that  of  the  instrument 
and  the  entry  above  referred  to. 

Grenville  G.  Hayden  testifies  "that,  about  the  last  of  June,  1846,  Doctor 
William  T.  G.  Morton  called  upon  me  at  my  office,  No.  23  Tremont  Row,  and 
stated  to  me  that  he  wished  to  make  some  arrangements  with  me  that  would  re- 
lieve him  from  all  care  as  to  the  superintendence  of  those  employed  by  him  in 
making  teeth,  and  all  otlier  matters  in  his  office.  He  stated,  as  a  reason  for 
urging  me  to  superintend  his  affairs  in  his  office,  that  he  had  an  idea  in  Lis  head, 
connected  with  dentistry,  which  he  thought  *  would  be  one  of  the  greatest  things 
ever  known,*  and  that  he  wished  to  perfect  it,  and  give  his  whole  time  and 
attention  to  its  development.  Being  extremely  urgent  in  the  matter,  I  made  an 
engagement  with  him  the  same  day,  according  to  his  request.  I  then  asked 
him  what  his  'secret*  was.    *0h,'  said  he,  *  you  will  know  in  a  short  time.*    I 
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still  insisted  upon  knowing  it,  and  he  finally  told  me  the  same  night,  to  wit,  the 
night  of  the  last  day  of  June,  1846,  aforesaid,  that  *it  was  something  he  had  dis- 
covered which  would  enable  him  to  extract  teeth  without  pain.'  I  then  asked 
him  if  it  was  not  what  Doctor  Wells,  his  former  partner,  had  used,  and  he  replied, 
*  No  !  nothing  like  it  ;*  and,  furthermoiJe,  *  that  it  was  something  that  neither  he 
nor  any  one  else  had  ever  used.*  He  then  told  me  he  had  already  tried  it  upon 
a  dog,  and  described  its  effects  upon  him,  which  (from  his  description)  exactly 
correspond  with  the  effects  of  ether  upon  persons  who  have  subjected  themselves 
to  its  influence,  under  my  observation.  All  this  happened  in  June,  1846.  He- 
then  requested  me  not  to  mention  what  he  had  communicated  to  me. 

"About  a  month  after  this,  or  the  first  of  August,  1846,  Doctor  Morton  asked 
me  where  he  could  get  some  pure  ether,  and  asked  me  to  go  to  Joseph  Burnett's 
apothecary  shop,  and  purchase  a  four-ounce  vial  full  of  ether,  which  he  said  he 
wished  to  carry  home  with  him,  he  being  about  to  leave  town  for  Needham, 
where  he  then  resided.  And  about  the  same  time  he  explained  to  me  the  nature 
and  effects  of  ether,  and  told  me  that  if  he  could  get  any  patient  to  inhale  a  certain 
quantity  of  ether  gas  it  would  cause  insensibility  to  the  pain  of  extracting  teeth, 
and  he  tried  to  induce  me  to  take  it.  Doctor  Morton  said  he  had  breathed  it 
himself  and  it  would  do  no  harm ;  and  he  at  the  same  time  tried  to  induce  three 
young  men  in  the  office  to  take  the  gas.  This  was  in  August,  1846.  He  was 
continually  talking  about  his  discovery  to  me.  From  the  time  I  engaged  with 
Doctor  Morton,  as  aforesaid,  he  frequently  stated  to  me  that  he  had  nearly  per- 
fected every  department  in  dentistry,  save  extracting  teeth  without  pain,  and 
that  he  was  determined  to  accomplish  that  also.  But  towards  the  last  of  Sep- 
tember following  he  intimated  to  me  that,  in  some  pailiculars,  his  discovery  did 
not  work  exactly  right,  and,  in  my  presence,  was  consulting  his  books  to  ascer- 
tain something  further  about  ether." 

Doctdr  A.  A.  Gould,  a  member  of  the  American  Academy  of  Arts  and  Sci- 
ences, the  American  Philosophical  Society,  the  Academy  of  Natural  Sciences  of 
Philadelphia,  the  Boston  Society  of  Natural  History,  and  the  Imperial  Mineralo- 
gical  Society  of  St.  Petersburgh,  in  his  deposition  testifies  as  follows : 

Cross-interrogatories  hy  A.  Jackson^jr,,  esq.^  counsel  for  Doctor  Charles  T.  Jaokson, . 

**  11th.  Will  you  please  state  when,  and  under  what  circumstances^  you  first 
had  any  knowledge  of  Doctor  Morton  ? 

"  Answer.  I  liad  heard  Doctor  Jackson  speak  of  him  as  a  student ;  hut  my  first 
personal  knowledge  of  him  was  in  August  or  September,  1846,  when  he  called  . 
to  request  permission  from  me  to  place  my  name,  as  a  reference,  on  his  card. 

"14th.  Will  you  please  state  what  he  said  about  destroying  paint 

"Answer.  As  near  as  I  can  recollect,  he  said,  "and  I  will  have  some  way  yet 
by  which  I  will  perform  my  operations  without  pain."     I  smiled,  and  told  him  if' 
he  could  effect  that  he  would  do  more  than  human  wisdom  had  yet  done,  or  than 
I  expected  it  would  ever  do." 

From  this  testimony,  corroborative  of  the  statement  of  Dr.  Morton,  it  does,  in 
the  opinion  of  your  committee,  sufficiently  appear  that  he  was,  prior  and  subse- 
queut  to  the  30th  June,  1846,  intent  upon  the  discovery  of  some  anaisthetic 
agent  which  would  enable  him  to  extract  teeth  without  pain,  and  that  he  had 
faith  and  confidence  that  he  was  on  the  point  of  making  the  discovery.  He 
'  says  in  his  narrative  that  the  anaesthetic  agent  which  he  then  had  in  view  was 
sulphuric  ether.  And  the  proof  adduced  is,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee, 
equally  conclusive  in  suport  of  that  fact.  . 

In  the  early  part  of  August  he  communicated  to  Dr.  Hayden  the  material 
nsed,  and  the  course  of  his  experiments  had  exhausted  his  supply  of  ether.    He 
requested  Dr.  Hayden,  during  the  early  part  of  August,  to  procure  him.  a  fresh 
Rep.  Com.  89 -2 
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quantity  from  the  store  of  Mr.  Joseph  Burnett,  and  proposed  that  he  should 
inhale  it,  stating  at  the  same  time  that  he  had  already  used  it  several  times ;  bnt 
the  proposed  inhaUition  Dr.  Hayden  respectfully  declined. 

This  last  supply  procured  was  taken  to  the  country.  As,  one  day,  he  was 
.giving  it  to  his  former  patient,  the  spaniel,  the  animal,  intoxicated,  sprang 
against  the  jar,  breaking  the  glass,  and  spilling  all  its  contents  but  a  small 
-quantity.  Morton,  soaking  his  handkerchief  in  the  portion  which  remained, 
^applied  it  to  his  owu  mouth  and  nostrils,  and  by  deep  inspirations  inhaled  the 
vapor.  Soon  a  feeling  of  lassitude  came  over  him,  followed  by  a  complete  bul 
very  momentary  state  of  unconsciousness,  as  he  states :  "  I  am  firmly  convinced 
that  at  that  time  a  tooth  could  have  been  drawn  with  no  feeling  of  pain  or  con- 
iBciousness."  This  was  the  first  real  verification  of  the  theory  on  man — ^but  on 
himself.     Now  it  remained  to  corroborate  it  upon  others. 

This  promised  fair,  but  he  was  not  yet  satisfied.  Before  attempting  its  use  in 
public  he  tried  another  and  more  decisive  experiment  on  himself,  which  be 
thus  describes  in  his  memoir  to  the  Academy  of  Arts  and  Sciences,  at  Paris,  and 
which  was  presented  by  M.  Arago : 

"  Taking  the  tube  and  flask,  I  shut  myself  up  in  my  room,  seated  myself  in 
the  operating  chair,  and  commenced  inhaling.  I  found  the  ether  so  strong  that 
it  partially  suffocated  me,  but  produced  no  decided  effect.  1  then  saturated  my 
handkerchief  and  inhaled  it  from  that.  1  looked  at  my  watch  and  soon  loet 
consciousness.  As  I  recovered  I  felt  a  numbness  in  my  limbs,  with  a  sensation 
like  nightmare,  and  would  have  given  the  world  for  some  one  to  come  and  arou^ 
me.  I  thought  for  a  moment  1  should  die  in  that  state,  and  the  world  would 
only  pity  or  ridicule  my  folly.  At  length  I  felt  a  slight  tingling  of  the  blood 
in  the  end  of  my  third  finger,  and  made  an  effort  to  touch  it  with  my  thumb, 
but  without  success.  At  a  second  effort  I  touched  it,  but  there  seemed  to  be  no 
sensation.  I  gradually  raised  my  ann  and  pinched  my  thigh,  but  I  could  see 
that  sensation  was  imperfect.  I  attempted  to  rise  from  my  chair,  but  fell  back. 
Gradually  I  regained  power  over  my  limbs  and  full  consciousness.  I  immedi- 
ately looked  at  my  watch,  and  found  that  I  had  been  insensible  between  seven 
-and  eight  minutes. 

"Delighted  with  the  success  of  this  experiment,  I  immediately  announced  the 
Tesult  to  the  persons  employed  in  my  establishment,  and  waited  impatiently  for 
some  one  upon  whom  I  could  make  a  fuller  trial.  Toward  evening  a  man, 
residing  in  Boston,  came  in,  suffering  great  pain,  and  wishing  to  have  a  tooth 
extracted.  He  was  afraid  of  the  operation,  and  asked  if  he  could  be  mesmerized. 
I  told  him  I  had  something  better,  and  saturating  my  handkerchief  gave  it  to 
him  to  inhale.  He  became  unconscious  almost  immediately.  It  was  dark,  and 
Dr.  Hayden  held  the  lamp,  while  I  extracted  a  firmly-rooted  bicuspid  tooth. 
There  was  not  much  alteration  in  the  pulse,  and  no  relaxation  of  the  muscles. 
!He  recovered  in  a  minute,  and  knew  nothing  of  what  had  been  done  to  hint 
J3e  remained  for  some  time  talking  about  the  experiment.  This  was  on  the  30th 
of  September,  1846.  This  I  consider  to  be  the  first  demonstration  of  this  new 
fact  in  science.*' 

The  former  report  thus  alludes  to  that  experiment : 

The  special  circumstances  attendant  on  this  first  actual  experiment  were  most 
fortunate  for  Doctor  Morton,  for  the  cause  of  surgical  science,  and  for  the  human 
race.  The  patient,  owing  to  his  intense  suffering,  was  glad  to  avail  himself  of 
anything,  real  or  imaginary,  to  relieve  the  pain  which  he  felt  and  to  mitigate* 
that  which  he  feared.  •  He  therefore  inhaled  the  vapor  freely,  and  delighted  with 
the  soothing  lenitive  he  continued  to  inhale  it  eagerly  until,  anaesthesia  being  com- 
plete, he  had  forgotten  his  past  sufferings  and  was  beyond  the  reach  of  present 
rpain.  He  was  a  man  of  vigorous  constitution;  he  immediately  rallied,  uncon- 
•cious  of  the  operation  which  had  been  performed  and  wholly  relieved  from  the  pain 
which  so  lately  afflicted  him.  If,  in  his  stead,  the  boy  who  sickened  with  the  inhala- 


DR.    WM.    T.    G.    MORTON.  19 

tion,  and  whose  parents,  believing  him  poisoned,  threatened  a  prosecution,  had  been 
the  first  subject,  the  experiments  would  probably  have  gone  no  further ;  Doctor 
Morton  would  have  been  overwhelmed  with  censure  and  ridicule,  and  we  do  not 
think  that  either  of  the  contestants  would  have  come  in  to  assert  his  claim  to 
the  disgrace  of  the  failure.  Considering  the  result,  it  is  not  a  matter  of  surprise 
that  Doctor  Morton  was  elate  with  his  success.  He  immediately  announced  it 
to  those  about  him,  though  he  concealed  from  them  all,  except  Hayden,  the 
agent  with  which  the  anaesthesia  had  been  effected.  He  immeaiately  obtained 
the  certificate  of  Eben  Frost,  the  subject  of  his  experiment,  and  consulted  with 
Doctor  Hayden  about  testing  his  pain-subduing  vapor  in  hospital  practice. 

Doctor  Henry  I.  Bigelow,  professor  of  surgery  in  the  Massachusetts  Medical 
College,  a  member  of  the  American  Academy  of  Arts  and  Science,  the  Boston 
Society  for  Medical  Improvement,  an  honorary  member  of  the  Anatomical  So- 
ciety of  Paris,  corresponding  member  of  the  Biological  Society  of  Paris,  in  his 
work  on  ether  and  chloroform  thus  alludes  to  the  condition  of  the  discovery  at 
this  period: 

"  Towards  nine  o'clock  the  inmates  of  the  establishment  were  aroused  by 
the  arrival  of  a  patient.  Yet  he,  recognizing  in  the  dental  art  only  the  substi- 
tution of  one  pain  for  another,  desparingly  inquired  if  mesmerism  was  not  avail- 
able in  such  ordeals.  Here,  then,  was  the  long-wished-for  opportunity,  and 
complete  unconsciousness  crowned  the  experiment  with  success.  It  is  quite 
probable  that  the  world  will  not  remember  who  this  individual  was,  and  yet  it 
IS  true  that  the  whole  discovery  of  which  we  are  now  speaking  exhibited  its 
first  authentic  effort  when  it  annuUed  the  pain  accompanying  the  lesion  of  the 
little  nerve  that  animated  his  defective  molar. 

"  It  is  worth  while  here  to  ask,  what  was  the  position  of  the  discovery  at  this 
time  ?  A  tooth  had  been  painlessly  drawn,  and,  at  a  previous  time,  an  irrita- 
tion of  the  pulmonary  air-tubes  had  been  alleviated,  with  alleged  insensibility, 
by  the  inhalation  of  a  subtile  vapor.  Here  were  two  facts,  insufficient  for  the 
most  hasty  generalization,  circumscribed  in  their  bearing  and  showing,  not  that 
every  person  could  be  affected  in  a  similar  manner,  bearing  not  upon  vitality  at 
large,  but  upon  two  specimens  of  it  as  modified  in  these  two  individuals ;  and 
proving,  at  the  most,  that  animal  vitality  could  be  thus  affected  in  two,  instances ; 
and  not  that  it  could  be  so  in  all  instances.  Besides  this,  the  wholly  different 
question  of  danger  was  not  yet  touched  by  evidence.  If  these  two  cases  showed 
tnat  insensibility  could  be  thus  affected  without  danger,  two  or  three  previous 
cases  showed,  with  equal  clearness,  that  insensibility  produced  death.  Knowl- 
edge, at  this  point,  rested  upon  a  few  hypothetical  facts.  I  confess  had  I  been 
then  asked  what  inference  I  considered  safe,  I  should  have  replied,  *  you  have 
succeeded  in  two  instances  only;  and,  in  view  of  the  previous  evidence  upon 
this  subject,  it  is  quite  likely  that  in  two  more  instances  either  you  will  fail  to 
produce  insensibility,  or,  having  produced  it,  your  patients  will  die.*  This  seems 
to  me  the  necessary  logical  conclusion  upon  previous  evidence ;  and  that  this 
was  the  first  conclusion  of  those  who  had  knowledge  in  such  matters  will 
be  well  remembered  by  many.  I  cite  only  the  opinion  of  a  distinguished 
chemist  in  a  neighboring  city,  who,  after  one  or  two  facts  of  insensibility,  coun- 
selled his  son  not  to  risk  his  health  upon  it.  Also  a  letter  from  Sir  Benjamin 
Brodie,  one  of  the  distinguished  experimenters  in  physiology  of  twenty  jrears 
ago,  who,  in  full  view  of  all  the  facts  that  were  borne  across  the  Atlantic,  at  the 
first  announcement  of  the  discovery,  and  after  reflection,  still  wrote  to  Doctor 
Chambers  :  *  I  had  heard  of  this  before.  The  narcotic  properties  of  inhaled 
ether  have  been  long  known,  and  I  have  tried  it  on  Guinea  pigs,  whom  it  first 
set  asleep  and  then  killed.  One  question  is,  whether  it  can  be  used  with 
safety.* 

"  This  was  indeed  the  oneg  reat  question  now  to  be  decided.  Another  question 
was,  can  insensibility  be  produced  in  all  cases  ]     Let  these  questions  be  an- 
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awered  affirmatively  and  the  surgeon  would  be  justified  in  multiplying  experi- 
ments, while  the  value  of  the  discovery  would  be  infinitely  enhanced. 

"  To  settle  these  important  questions,  many  instances  of  insensibility  were 
needed,  which  were  not  long  in  offering  themselves  to  the  tenant  of  a  largely 
frequented  dental  establishment.  Each  new  trial  added  evidence  in  geometrical 
proportion,  while  the  absence  of  serious  mishap  encouraged  hope. 

"  Here  is  a  second  point  in  the  discovery,  and  I  consider  a  second  proposition 
to  have  been  now  pretty  well  demonstrated.  This  was,  not  that  ether  might 
produce  insensibility  during  the  extraction  of  a  tooth,  and  that  the  state  of 
somnolence  might  be  unattended  with  danger,  but  that  it  could  always  produce 
insensibility,  and  that  the  danger  was  comparatively  slight. 

"  Brief  inhalation  may  be  considered  as  fairly  tested,  and  the  discovery  fairly 
demonstrated,  in  this  rapid  and  multiplied  experience. 

"Analogy,  the  degree  of  insensibility,  and  its  superficial  extent,  rendered  it 
quite  probable  that  such  insensibility  would  prove  complete  and  universal. 
An  experimcntum  cruris  could  alone  determine  such  a  point;  nor  was  it  long 
delayed." 

This  public  experiment,  and  the  circumstances  attending,  are  proved  to  the 
entire  satisfaction  of  your  committee.     Dr.  Morton  goes  on  to  say : 

**  Afterwards  I  made  several  additional  experiments  in  my  office,  with  various 
success.  I  administered  it  to  a  boy,  but  it  produced  no  other  effect  than  sick- 
ness, with  vomiting,  and  the  boy  was  taken  home  in  a  coach  and  pronounced 
by  a  physician  to  be  poisoned.  His  friends  were  excited  and  threatened  pro- 
ceedings against  me.  A  notice  of  my  successful  experiment  having,  without 
my  knowledge,  got  into  the  papers,  several  persons  called,  wishing  to  have  it 
administered.  I  gave  it  to  a  lady,  but  it  produced  no  other  effect  than  drowsi- 
ness; and  when  breathed  through  the  apparatus  it  produced  suffocation.  I  wag 
obliged  to  abandon  this  mode  and  try  the  globe,  and  procured  one  from  Mr. 
Wightman;  placing  a  saturated  sponge  in  the  larger  end  she  breathed  through 
that.  In  this  way  she  seemed  to  be  in  an  unnatural  state,  but  continued  talk- 
ing, and  refused  to  have  the  tooth  extracted.  I  made  her  some  trifling  offer,  to 
which  she  assented,  and  I  drew  the  tooth,  without  any  indication  of  pain  on 
her  part,  not  a  muscle  moving.  Her  pulse  was  at  90,  her  face  much  flushed, 
and  after  coming  to  she  remained  a  long  time  excessively  drowsy.  From  this 
experiment  I  became  satisfied  of  what  is  now  well  proved,  that  consciousness 
will  sometimes  remain  after  insensibility  to  pain  is  removed. 

"  I  afterwards  gave  it  to  a  Miss  L.,  a  lady  of  about  twenty-five.  The  effect 
upon  her  was  rather  alarming.  She  sprang  up  from  the  chair,  leaped  into  the 
air,  screamed,  and  was  held  down  with  difficulty.  When  she  came  to  she  was 
unconscious  of  what  had  passed,  but  was  willing  to  have  it  administered  again, 
which  I  did  with  perfect  success,  extracting  two  molar  teeth.  After  tliis  I  tried 
several  other  experiments,  some  with  more  and  some  with  less  success,  giving 
my  principal  attention  to  the  perfecting  of  my  modes  of  administering  it." 

The  public  notice  which  had  been  drawn  to  these  trials  by  the  publication  in 
the  newspapers  induced  many  to  visit  his  office  as  patients,  and  from  motives  of 
curiosity  or  interest ;  among  them  Dr.  Henry  J.  Bigelow,  the  eminent  surgeon, 
from  whose  notes  the  following  cases  were  taken,  and  are  good  examples  of  the 
usual  results  produced  by  the  inhalation  of  ether,  and  of  the  feelings  and 
expressions  of  patients  under  its  influence. 

"A  boy  of  sixteen,  of  medium  stature  and  strength,  was  seated  in  the  chair. 
The  first  few  inhalations  occasioned  a  quick  cough,  which  afterwards  subsided; 
at  the  end  of  eight  minutes  the  head  fell  back  and  the  arms  dropped,  but,  owing 
to  some  resistance  in  opening  the  mouth,  the  tooth  could  not  be  reached  before 
he  awoke.  He  again  inhaled  for  two  minutes,  and  slept  three  minutes,  during 
which  time  the  tooth,  an  inferior  molar,  was  extracted.  At  the  moment  of 
extraction  the  features  assumed  an  expression  of  pain,  and  the  hand  was  raised. 
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Upon  coming  to  himself  he  said  he  had  had  a  '  first  rate  dream — very  quiet,*  he 
said.  *and  had  dreamed  of  Napoleon — had  not  the  slightest  consciousness  of 
pain — the  time  had  seemed  long;*  and  he  left  the  chair,  feeling  no  uneasiness 
of  any  kind,  and  evidently  in  a  high  state  of  admiration. 

"A  girl  of  sixteen  immediately  occupied  the  chair.  After  coughing  a  little 
she  inhaled  during  three  minutes,  and  fell  asleep,  when  a  molar  tooth  was 
extracted,  after  which  she  continued  to  slumber  tranquilly  during  three  minutes 
more.  At  the  moment  when  force  was  applied  she  flinched  and  frowned,  raising 
her  hand  to  her  mouth,  but  said  she  had  been  dreaming  a  pleasant  dream,  and 
knew  nothing  of  the  operation. 

"  A  stout  Doy  of  twelve,  at  the  first  inspiration,  coughed  considerably,  and 
required  a  good  deal  of  encouragement  to  induce  him  to  go  on.  At  the  end  of 
three  minutes  from  the  first  fair  inhalation  the  muscles  were  relaxed  and  the  pupil 
dilated.  During  the  attempt  to  force  open  the  mouth  he  recovered  his  con- 
sciousness, and  again  inhaled  during  two  minutes;  and  in  the  ensuing  one 
minute  two  teeth  were  extracted,  the  patient  seeming  somewhat  conscious,  but 
upon  actually  awaking  he  declared  *it  was  the  best  fun  he  ever  saw,*  avowed 
his  intention  of  coming  there  again,  and  insisted  upon  having  another  tooth 
extracted  upon  the  spot. 

"  The  next  patient  was  a  healthy -looking,  middle-aged  woman,  who  inhaled 
the  vapor  for  four  minutes.  In  the  course  of  the  next  two  minutes  a  back  tooth 
was  extracted,  and  the  patient  continued  smiling  in  her  sleep  for  three  minutes 
more.  Pulse  120,  not  affected  at  the  moment  of  the  operation,  but  smaller 
during  sleep.  Upon^oming  to  herself  she  exclaimed  that  *it  was  beautiful — 
she  dreamed  of  being  at  home — it  seemed  as  if  she  had  been  gone  a  month.*  ** 

These  cases,  which  occurred  successively  in  about  an  hour,  at  the  room  of 
Dr.  Morton,  are  fair  examples  of  the  average  results  produced  by  the  inhalation 
of  the  vapor,  and  will  convey  an  idea  of  the  feelings  and  expressions  of  many 
of  the  patients  subjected  to  the  process. 

The  gentleman  who  had  conducted  these  experiments  determined  upon  sub- 
mitting the  new  phenomena  to  the  test  of  a  surgical  operation ;  and  there  was  a 
certain  liberality  of  spirit  which  was  instrumental  in  introducing  the  discovery 
into  the  Massachusetts  General  Hospital.  Many  such  pretended  discoveries  had 
failed.  To  be  a  party  to  such  public  failure  was  to  invite  an  imputation  of  lack 
of  judgment;  and  although  this  novelty  presented  peculiar  and  unequivocal  evi- 
dence, and  possessed  an  intrinsic  worth  which  need  have  regarded  no  opposition, 
yet  a  spirit  of  liberality  and  of  discernment  is  to  be  recognized  in  the  attitude 
of  Dr.  Warren,  who  assumed  the  responsibility  of  failure,  and  of  the  danger  that 
might  well  seem  possible  to  one  who  had  not  witnessed  the  previous  experi- 
ments.    Ether  has  not  always  met  with  equal  consideration. 

Dr.  Hayden  says  on  the  evening  of  the  30th  of  September,  after  the  first  ex- 
periment had  been  made  with  success,  Dr.  Morton  spoke  about  going  to  the  hos- 
pital and  using  the  ether  there,  and  thus  bring  out  the  new  discovery. 

Dr.  John  C.  Warren  was  then  senior  surgeon  and  in  charge  of  that  hospital. 
On  the  4th  of  October  Dr.  Morton  called  upon  him  and  laid  the  whole  matter 
before  him.  There  were  other  reasons  why  it  was  most  natural  that  Dr.  Mor- 
ton should  go  to  Dr.  W^arren ;  he  was  a  member  of  his  class,  and  he  had  on 
former  occasions  been  in  the  habit  of  calling  on  him  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
improvements  he  had  made,  somewhat  out  of  the  line  of  the  dentist,  and  lying 
within  the  domain  of  surgery.     J.  Mason  Warren  says  : 

**  I  first  saw  Dr.  Morton  in  1846,  at  the  house  of  Dr.  Warren,  in  Park  street, 
I  think,  between  1  and  2  o'clock.  He  came  there  to  show  me  an  artificial 
palate,  I  being  at  that  time  interested  in  operations  for  fissure  of  the  palate. 
Some  time  afterwards  he  came  there  again,  about  the  same  hour,  to  exhibit  to 
Dr.  John  C.  Warren  and  myself  some  artificial  teeth,  which,  he  said,  were  con- 
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Btructed  on  a  new  plan.  Some  time  after  that,  in  October,  Dr.  Warren  in- 
formed me  that  Dr.  Morton  had  been  there  and  informed  him  that  he  bad  dis- 
covered an  agent  for  preventing  pain,  I  think  he  said,  in  dental  or  but- 
gical  operations,  and  requested  Dr.  Warren  that  he  would  afford  him  an 
opportunity  of  trying  it  in  a  surgical  operation.  Dr.  Warren,  after  some 
questions  on  the  subject,  promised  that  he  would  do  so.  On  Tuesday,  which  I 
tbink  was  the  1 3th  of  October,  and  after  the  surgical  visit  at  the  hospital,  a 
patient  was  brought  up  into  the  operating  room  for  the  purpose  of  having  an 
operation  performed.  Dr.  Warren  then,  apparently  remembering  his  promise 
to  Di^  Morton,  said :  "  I  now  remember  that  1  have  made  a  promise  to  Dr. 
Morton  to  give  him  an  opportunity  to  try  a  new  remedy  for  preventing  pain  in 
surgical  operations,**  and  asked  the  patient  if  he  should  like  to  have  the  opera- 
tion done  without  suffering.  He  answered  that  he  should.  The  operation  was 
therefore  deferred  until  Friday,  the  16th  of  October. 

M.  Velpeau,  who  is  named  at  the  head  of  the  commission  on  ether,  in  speaking 
of  Dr.  Morton,  at  the  period  he  applied  to  Dr.  Warren,  says : 

"  Sure,  then,  of  this  fact,  he  addressed  himself  to  the  surgeons  of  the  Massa- 
chusetts General  Hospital,  and  proposed  to  them  to  apply  his  means  to  patients 
who  were  to  be  submited  to  the  action  of  cutting  instruments.  They  hesitate  a  mo- 
ment; they  afterwards  accept.  Without  being  complete  the  first  experiment 
gave  courage ;  at  the  second  attempt  success  left  nothing  to  desire.  The  facts 
multiply  themselves  in  a  few  days,  and  the  question  is  answered  almost  as  soon 
as  put.  No  objection  is  longer  possible ;  tne  most  incredulous  are  obliged  to 
yield  to  the  evidence ;  they  must  believe  their  eyes ;  tha  solution  of  the  grand 
problem  is  at  last  found.*' 

Day  after  day  rolled  on  without  hearing  anything  from  Dr.  Warren.  In  the 
meantime  Dr.  Morton  was  constantly  engaged  in  trying  experiments  at  his 
office,  some  with  more  and  some  with  less  success.  Dr.  Bigelow  gives  an  account 
of  half  a  dozen  experiments  witnessed  in  the  course  of  one  hour  at  Dr.  Morton's 
rooms.  From  the  day  of  the  first  experiment,  it  is  safe  to  say  that  Dr.  Morton 
hardly  knew  a  full  night's  rest  or  a  regular  meal  for  three  months. 

The  enthusiasm,  as  regards  the  new  discovery,  increased  from  day  to  day; 
notices  multiplied  in  the  papers,  and  the  news  was  spread — it  was  received  with 
acclamation  by  men  of  science  and  high  social  position,  while,  at  the  same  time, 
it  inspired  the  poor  waiting  sufferers  at  the  hospitals  and  elsewhere  with  con- 
fidence, hope,  and  joy.  At  first  they  seemed  somewhat  incredulous,  as  if  it  were 
"too  good  news  to  be  true."  Soon  all  became  satisfied  of  there  being  something 
in  it,  on  good  hearsay  evidence,  and  some  had  ocular  demonstration  of  what 
they  sought  to  know. 

At  the  end  of  ten  long  days  from  the  time  Dr.  Morton  called  on  Dr.  Warren 
he  received  the  following  note : 

"Dear  Sir:  I  write  at  the  request  of  Dr.  J.  C.  Warren,  to  invite  you  to  he 
present  on  Friday  morning  at  ten  o'clock,  at  the  hospital,  to  administer  to  a 
patient,  who  is  then  to  be  operated  upon,  the  preparation  which  you  have  in- 
vented to  diminish  the  sensibility  to  pain. 
"Yours,  respectfully, 

"C.  F.  HAYWOOD, 
**  House  Surgeon  to  the  General  Hospital^  October  14,  1846. 
"Dr.  Morton,  Treinonl.  Row'' 

As  the  time  drew  neai-  for  his  experiment  at  the  hospital  Dr.  Morton  became 
exceedingly  anxious,  and  devoted  himself,  night  and  day,  to  the  perfection  of 
his  apparatus,  and  to  a  still  more  complete  investigation  of  the  subject. 

Among  others  whom  he  conferred  with  at  this  time  was  Dr.  A.  A.  Gould, 
who  gave  it  his  earnest  attention,  and  devoted  himself  to  making  sketches  of 
app^iratus,  and  in  experimenting  and  suggesting  antidotes  for  its  unfavorahle 
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effects;  and  in  still  ftirther  extending  to  Morton  tbe  knowledge  of  the  literature 
of  the  subject.  One  form  of  apparatus,  which  had  been  agreed  upon  by  him  as 
possessing  advantages  over  the  old  one  used  by  Morton,  had  been  ordered  or 
Mr.  Chamberlain,  the  instrument  maker,  who  had  promised  to  have  it  finished 
early  on  the  morning  of  the  trial  at  the  hospital.  But,  as  the  hour  drew  near^ 
it  was  found  that  some  last  changes  were  required  to  finish  it,  and  Morton,  be- 
coming nervous  and  impatient,  hurried  him  on  in  his  work,  until  at  last,  fear- 
ing  lest  he  should  be  too  late,  he  seized  the  instrument  directly  from  his  hands, 
and  started  in  haste  for  the  hospital,  almost  breathless  with  apprehension  and 
the  celerity  of  his  movements. 

He  had  taken,  the  precaution  to  request  Mr.  Frost  to  accompany  him,  to- 
conduce  in  some  way  to  his  relief,  in  case  of  failure,  and  act  as  a  voucher  as 
regards  his  statements  of  what  he  had  already  accomplished.  At  this  moment 
his  mind  was  in  one  great  whirl  of  doubts  and  conflicting  emotions.  Mixed 
with  the  fear  that  his  new  and  untried  instrument  might  not  work,  and  perhaps 
render  the  issue  abortive,  was  his  own  vague  doubt  of  a  successful  exhibition. 

He  had  already  had  sufficient  experience  in  administering  the  vapor  to  know 
that  its  effects  were  widely  different  upon  various  persons,  and  he  could  hardly 
dare  to  hope  that  the  case  would  be  as  favorable  as  that  of  the  man  who  was  accom- 
panying him.  Suppose  the  patient  should  be  affected  as  some  had  already  been 
at  his  house,  and  should  scream,  or  leap  into  the  air,  requiring  force  to  keep  him 
in  his  seat,  would  not  the  surgeons  at  once  feel  obliged  to  interfere,  take  the 
patient  from  his  hands,  and  politely  request  him  to  retire  ?  Then,  too,  there 
were  cases  on  record  of  patients,  debilitated  by  disease,  dying  before  the 
eyes  of  the  operating  surgeon,  and  the  question  flashed  through  his  mind :  "  If 
this  experiment  should  result  adversely,  shall  I  not  be  charged  with  its  fatal 
issue?" 

A  second  unfavorable  fact  in  the  case  was  his  entire  ignorance  as  to  what  hi» 
patient  might  be ;  whether  some  hardened  toper,  saturated  with  strong  drink, 
upon  whom  the  preparation  might  produce  no  more  effect  than  his  ordinary  daily 
"  nipper,"  or  some  delicate  and  timid  female,  who  would  tremble  and  be  over- 
come at  the  very  thought  of  being  experimented  upon. 

Luckily  for  Morton  was  it  that  he  arrived  at  the  precise  moment  at  which  he 
did.     But  we  will  let  an  eye-witness  tell  the  rest  of  the  story. 

Dr.  Gould,  who  was  present  at  the  first  operation  in  the  hospital,  says :  "  Dr. 
Warren  was  about  to  commence  the  operation.  He  suddenly  rose  and  turned 
to  those  present,  and  said  he  had  forgotten  that  he  had  promised  to  allow  Dr. 
Morton  to  give  something  which  he  thought  would  prevent  pain,  and  he  would 
wait.  Previous  to  the  operation.  Dr.  Warren,  having  waited  ten  or  fifteen 
minutes,  again  turned  to  those  present  and  said :  *  As  Dr.  Morton  has  not  arrived, 
I  presume  he  is  otherwise  engaged  ;'  apparently  conveying  the  idea  that  Dr. 
Morton  did  not  intend  to  appear.  The  remark  of  Dr.  Warren  brought  out  a 
great  laugh.  Dr.  Warren  then  sat  down  to  his  patient.  Just  as  he  raised  his 
knife.  Dr.  Morton  appeared  with  an  inhaler  with  valves,  such  as  1  had  proposed* 
He  administered  the  ether.  All  looked  very  incredulous,  especially  as  the  man 
became  at  first  exhilarated.  But  suddenly  the  anaesthetic  effect  took  place. 
This  occasioned  a  start  of  surprise  from  all  present.  Dr.  Morton  coolly  informed 
Dr.  Warren  that  his  patient  was  ready." 

We  give  the  substance  of  Dr.  Gould's  testimony,  the  order  not  being  exactly 
preserved. 

"As  Dr.  Warren,  seizing  the  bunch  of  veins  in  his  hand,  made  the  first  in- 
scision  through  the  skin,  the  patient  made  no  sound  nor  moved  one  muscle  of 
his  body.  As  the  operation  progressed  all  eyes  were  riveted  on  this  novel 
scene  in  eager  expecttiucy  and  amazement.  The  silence  of  the  tomb  reigned  in 
the  large  amphitheatre,  and  the  form  of  each  beholder  was  as  still  and  immovable 
as  the  skeletons  and  mummies  which  hung  in  the  cases  behind  them. 
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"At  length  the  operation  was  finished,  and  the  blood  having  been  washed  from 
his  face  the  patient  was  gradually  allowed  to  come  from  his  ansesthetic  state. 
When  fully  restored  to  consciousness,  and  able  to  answer  questions,  he  gave  the 
triumphant  and  gratifying  intelligence,  *  I  have  experienced  no  pain,  but  only  a 
sensation  like  that  of  scraping  the  part  with  a  blunt  instrument.*  This  arose 
from  the  fact  that,  as  the  operation  had  taken  rather  longer  than  anticipated.  Dr. 
Morton  had  several  times  removed  the  inhaling  instrument  from  his  mouth." 

Dr.  John  C.  Warren  says  : 

Answer.  I  performed  an  operation,  at  the  request  of  Dr.  Morton,  at  that  time, 
upon  a  patient  who  was  under  the  influence  of  something,  I  don't  know  what. 
I  did  not  know  then,  and  don't  know  now.  Dr.  Morton  called  on  me  some  days 
before  that  time,  said  he  had  an  article  the  use  of  which  would  prevent  pain  in 
surgical  operations,  and  asked  me  to  use  it  the  first  opportunity  I  had  Two  or 
three  days  after,  not  having  any  private  operation,  I  employed  it  on  a  patient  at 
the  hospital. 

3d.  Was  this,  and  how  far,  a  successful  operation,  as  regards  the  insensibility 
of  the  patient  ? 

Answer.  As  relates  to  pain,  it  was  perfectly  successful.  The  patient  did  not 
complain  of  pain  at  that  time,  nor  even  state  that  he  had  experienced  pain,  but, 
during  the  latter  part  of  the  operation,  he  was  sufficiently  conscious  to  speak 
and  move  freely. 

4th.  Was  it  Dr.  Morton's  request  that  you  should  use  it  at  the  hospital,  or 
that  you  would  use  it  in  a  surgical  case,  irrespective  of  place  ? 

Answer.  It  was  of  a  general  nature,  and,  as  I  understood,  referred  particu- 
larly to  my  private  patient,  but  not  having  any  private  patient  to  operate  on  at 
that  moment  I  applied  it  to  a  patient  in  the  hospital. 

5th.  What  was  the  operation  of  October  16,  1846  ? 

Answer.  It  was  an  operation  on  a  tumor  about  three  inches  long,  on  the  left 
side  of  the  neck,  a  dangerous  vascular  tumor,  deeply  situated.  It  was  removed 
in  about  five  minutes. 

6th.  Before  you  used  it  did  you  take  means,  by  inquiry  or  otherwise,  to 
satisfy  yourself  of  the  safety  and  probable  utility  of  this  substance  which  Dr. 
Morton  proposed  to  administer  ? 

Answer.  I  asked  Dr.  Morton  whether  the  substance  he  proposed  to  me  to  use 
was  certainly  safe  to  the  patient,  and  whether  he  was  sure  it  would  be  effectual, 
as  I  had  been  anxious  to  find  something  of  the  kind  he  proposed,  and  made 
repeated  trials  of  articles  without  any  satisfactory  effect.  He  assured  me  in 
reply  that  the  substance  he  proposed  to  employ  was  perfectly  safe,  and  thought 
it  would  be  effectual. 

As  this  is  the  central  point  of  the  inquiry,  your  committee  add  a  report, 
copied  from  the  records  of  the  Massachusetts  General  Hospital :  **  This  case  is 
remarkable  in  the  annals  of  surgery.  It  was  the  first  surgical  operation  per- 
formed under  the  influence  of  ether.  Dr.  Warren  had  been  applied  to  by  Dr. 
Morton,  a  dentist,  with  the  request  that  he  would  try  the  inhalation  of  a  fluid, 
which  he  said  he  had  found  to  be  effectual  in  preventing  pain  during  operations 
on  the  teeth.  Dr.  Warren,  having  satisfied  himself  that  the  breathing  of  the 
fluid  would  be  harmless,  agreed  to  employ  it  when  an  opportunity  presented. 
None  occurring  in  private  practice  within  a  day  or  two,  he  determined  to  use  it 
on  this  patient. 

"Before  the  operation  began,  some  time  was  lost  in  waiting  for  Dr.  Morton, 
and  ultimately  it  was  thought  he  would  not  appeiir;  at  length  he  arrived  and 
explained  his  detention,  by  informing  Dr.  Warren  that  he  had  been  occupied  in 
pieparing  his  apparatus,  which  consisted  of  a  tube  connected  with  a  glass  globe. 
This  apparatus  he  then  proceeded  to  apply,  and  after  four  or  five  minutes  the 
patient  appeared  to  be   asleep,  and   the  operation  was   performed   as   above 
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dercribed.  To  the  surprise  of  Dr.  Warren  and  the  other  gentlemen  present,  the 
patient  did  not  shriek  or  cry  out;  but  during  the  insulation  of  the  veins  he 
began  to  move  his  limbs  and  utter  extraordinary  expressions.  These  move- 
ments seemed  to  indicate  the  existence  of  pain,  but  after  he  had  recovered  his 
faculties,  he  said  he  had  experienced  none,  but  only  a  sensation  like  that  of 
scraping  the  part  with  a  blunt  instrument,  and  he  ever  after  continued  to  say 
he  had  not  felt  any  pain.  The  result  of  this  operation  led  to  the  repetition  of 
the  use  of  ether  in  other  cases,  and  in  a  few  days  its  success  was  established, 
and  its  use  resorted  to  in  every  considerable  operation  in  the  city  of  Boston  and 
its  vicinity." 

This  was  the  16th  of  October,  1846,  made  ever  memorable  and  glorious  as 
long  as  man  shall  suffer  pain.  The  report  of  the  Massachusetts  General  Hospital 
for  1848  says:  "The  student  who  from  distant  lands,  or  in  distant  ages,  may 
visit  this  spot,  will  view  it  with  increased  interest  as  he  remembers  that  here 
was  first  demonstrated  one  of  the  most  glorious  truths  of  science." 

Dr.  Henry  J.  Bigelow  says : 

"  The  operation  of  that  day  was  incomplete  in  its  results,  for  reasons  to  be 
hereafter  indicated.  A  young  man  offered  signs  of  sensibility  during  and  after 
a  dissection  which  was  not  particularly  painful.  Some  powerful  drug  already 
known,  or  even  the  imagination,  might  well  have  been  suspected  of  agency  in 
the  phenomena. 

"  On  the  ensuing  day  a  woman  offered  herself  with  a  tumor  of  considerable 
magnitude  in  the  right  shoulder.  A  few  minutes  of  the  most  complete  and 
passive  insensibility  served  for  its  extirpation.  No  imagination  was  here  to  be 
accused.  The  drooping  lid,  the  head  fallen  on  the  shoulder,  the  stolid  relaxa- 
tion of  the  mouth,  suggested  no  overworking  of  the  intellect,  no  rapt  uncon- 
sciousness, nor  inspired  ecstasy.  The  phenomena  were  real,  familiar  to  daily 
experience;  they  belonged  to  the  profoundest  sleep.  This  operation  of  Dr. 
Hay  ward  first  showed  conclusively  the  power  of  the  new  agent  in  averting  the 
terrors  of  the  surgical  art.  The  casual  spectator  would  have  remarked  no  ex- 
pression of  wonder  nor  unusual  excitement  in  the  bystanders  at  the  working  of 
this  miracle.  Nothing  to  awe  or  startle  marred  the  tranquillity  of  the  operating 
room.  Yet  I  think  those  present  will  not  soon  forget  the  conviction  of  those 
few  moments,  associated  at  this  remote  day  with  the  breathless  silence  of  the 
crowd,  and  the  unwonted  fumes  of  aromatics  burned  to  mask  the  emanations 
from  the  yet  mysterious  agent.  After  this,  to  the  surprise  of  Dr.  Morton,  the 
practice  was  discontinued,  and  for  the  ensuing  three  weeks  the  patients  were 
all  operated  upon  as  before,  though  numerous  operations  were  daily  being  per- 
formed at  his  own  house. 

Being  desirous  of  employing  it  in  a  case  of  amputation,  Morton  applied  to 
Dr.  Hay  ward,  then  on  duty,  for  an  opportunity,  as  he  had  heard  that  there  was 
then  a  patient  requiring  that  operation  waiting  in  the  hospital. 

Dr.  Hay  ward  says  : 

"  On  the  first  of  November  I  took  charge  of  the  surgical  department  of 
the  hospital ;  and  on  the  following  day,  in  conversation  with  Dr.  Warren,  I 
stated  that  I  did  not  intend  to  allow  the  medical  patients  to  inhale  this  prepa- 
ration of  Dr.  Morton  (for  we  were  then  ignorant  of  the  precise  nature  of  it) 
during  my  period  of  service,  unless  all  the  surgeons  of  the  hospital  were  told 
what  it  was,  and  were  satisfied  of  the  safety  of  using  it.  Dr.  Warren  agreed 
with  me  as  to  the  propriety  of  this  course. 

"  On  the  6th  of  November  Dr.  Morton  called  at  my  house  and  asked  me  if  I 
was  willing  to  have  his  preparation  inhaled  by  a  patient  whose  limb  I  was  to 
amputate  on  the  following  day.  I  told  him  of  the  conversation  I  had  had  with 
Dr.  Warren  on  the  subject.  Dr.  Morton  at  once  said  he  was  ready  to  let  us 
know  what  the  article  was,  and  to  give  the  surgeons  of  the  hospitals  the  ri^ht  to 
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use  it  there  when  they  pleased.  He  added  that  he  would  send  me  a  letter  in 
the  course  of  the  day  to  this  effect.  I  requested  him  to  direct  it  to  Dr.  Warren, 
as  he  was  the  senior  surgeon,  and  told  him  that  I  would  submit  it  to  my  col- 
leagues at  a  consultation  to  be  held  on  the  following  morning.  He  wrote  the 
letter  accordingly." 

"  The  subject  was  maturely  considered  by  the  surgeons,  who  were  unanimousW 
of  opinion  that  the  ether  should  be  inhaled  by  the  individual  who  was  to  undergo 
the  operation  that  day." 

The  letter  was  as  follows  : 

"Boston,  November  efh,  1846. 

**  Dear  Sir  :  As  it  may  sometimes  be  desirable  that  surgical  operations  should 
be  perfoimed  at  the  Massachusetts  Greneral  Hospital  under  the  influence  of  the 
preparation  employed  by  me  for  producing  temporary  insensibility  to  pain,  yon 
will  allow  me,  through  you,  to  offer  to  the  hospital  the  free  use  of  it  for  all  the 
hospital  operations.  I  should  be  pleased  to  give  to  the  surgeons  of  the  hospital 
uny  information,  in  addition  to  what  they  now  possess,  which  they  may  think 
desirable  in  order  to  employ  it  with  confidence.  I  will  also  instruct  such  per- 
sons as  they  may  select,  connected  with  the  hospital,  in  the  mode  of  employing 
it.  This  information,  I  must  request,  should  be  regarded  as  confidential,  as  I 
wish  for  ample  time  to  make  such  modifications  as  experience  may  suggest  in 
its  exhibition.  It  is  also  my  intention  to  have  persons  suitably  instructed,  who 
will  go  wherever  desired,  for  a  reasonable  compensation,  and  administer  it  for 
private  operations,  thus  enabling  any  surgeon  to  employ  it  in  his  private  prac- 
tice whenever  he  may  have  occasion.  I  think  you  will  agree  with  me  that  this 
will  be  wiser,  until  its  merits  are  fuller  established,  than  to  put  it  into  the  hand^ 
of  everybody,  thereby  bringing  discredit  upon  the  preparation  by  its  injudiciooi 
employment.  Should  you  wish  me  to  administer  at  any  of  the  operations  to- 
morrow, I  shall  do  so  with  pleasure ;  and  should  the  above  proposition  be  deemed 
worthy  of  being  entertained,  I  shall  be  ready  to  make  the  arrangement  as  soon 
as  informed  of  your  wishes. 

"W.  T.  G.  MORTON. 

"  Dr.  Warren." 

"  Park  Street,  November  6/A. 
**  Dear  Sir  :  I  beg  leave  to  acknowledge  the  reception  of  your  polite  letter; 
I  shall  lose  no  time  in  laying  it  before  the  surgeons  of  the  hospital. 
"  I  remain,  respectfully,  yours, 

"J.-O.  WARREN." 

Dr.  Hayward,  in  speaking  of  this  operation,  says :  "  It  was  my  fortune  to 
perform  the  first  capital  operation  on  a  patient  rendered  insensible  by  the  inhala- 
tion of  sulphuric  ether.  »  »  *  *  ♦  #  • 
It  rarely  falls  to  the  lot  of  a  professional  man  to  be  the  witness  of  a  scene  of 
more  intense  interest.  The  operating  room  was  crowded  ;  many  were  obliged  to 
stand.  Besides  the  class  of  students  in  attendance  on  the  lectures,  numbering 
more  than  a  hundred,  and  many  of  the  principal  physicians  and  surgeons  of  the 
city  and  neighborhood,  there  were  present  several  clergymen,  lawyers,  and  other 
individuals  from  the  various  callings  of  life.  When  1  entered  the  theatre,  before 
the  patient  was  brought  in,  I  found  it,  to  my  surprise,  filled  in  every  part,  except 
the  floor  on  which  the  table  stood,  with  persons  on  whose  countenances  was 
depicted  the  almost  painful  anxiety  with  which  they  awaited  the  result  of  the 
experiment  they  were  about  to  witness.  I  simply  told  them  that  I  had  decided, 
with  the  advice  of  my  colleagues,  to  allow  the  patient  on  whom  I  was  to 
operate  to  inhale  an  article  which  was  said  to  have  the  power  of  annulling 
pain.     The  patient  was  then  brought  in.     She  was  a  delicate  looking  girl  of 
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about  twenty  years  of  age,  who  had  suffered  for  a  long  time  from  a  scrofulous 
disease  of  the  knee  joint.  It  had  at  length  suppurated ;  there  were  extensive 
openings  into  the  cavity  of  the  joint ;  the  cartilages  were  ulcerated,  and  partly 
absorbed ;  the  bones  carious,  and  symptoms  of  hectic  fever  had  already  made 
their  appearance. 

"  As  soon  as  she  was  well  arranged  on  the  table  I  told  her  that  I  should  let 
her  breathe  something  which  I  hoped  would  prevent  her  from  suffering  much 
from  the  operation,  and  that  she  need  not  be  afraid  of  breathing  it  freely. 

"  As  the  ether  was  at  the  time  administered  by  means  of  a  large  and  clumsy 
instrument,  which  required,  to  some  extent,  the  co-operation  of  the  patient,  it 
was  desirable  that  the  amputation  should  be  done  as  rapidly  as  possible.  Every 
thing,  therefore,  was  arranged  with  this  view.  I  decided  to  perform  the  flap 
operation.  One  person  was  to  compress  the  artery,  another  to  withdraw  the 
flaps,  a  third  to  hand  the  instruments,  and  a  fourth  to  watch  the  pulse.  I 
grasped  the  patient's  limb  with  my  left  hand,  and  held  the  amputating  knife 
behind  me  in  my  right,  carefully  concealed  from  her  view.  The  mouth  piece  of 
the  inhaling  instrument  was  then  put  into  her  mouth,  and  she  was  directed  to 
take  long  inspirations.  After  breathing  in  this  way  a  short  time,  the  nostrils 
were  compressed,  so  that  all  the  air  that  went  into  the  lungs  must  first  pass 
through  the  machine,  and  of  course  be  mixed  with  the  vapor  of  the  ether. 
She  breathed  with  perfect  ease,  and  without  struggling,  and  in  about  .three 
minutes  from  the  time  the  instrument  was  put  into  her  mouth  Dr.  Morton  said, 
*  she  is  ready.'  A  deathlike  silence  reigned  in  the  room ;  no  one  moved,  or 
hardly  breathed.  I  passed  the  knife  directly  through  the  limb,  and  brought  it 
out  as  rapidly  as  I  could,  and  made  the  upper  flap.  The  patient  gave  no  sign 
of  feeling  or  consciousness,  but  looked  like  one  in  a  deep,  quiet  sleep.  Every 
other  person  in  the  room  took  a  full  inspiration  that  was  distinctly  audible,  and 
seemed  to  feel  that  they  could  now  breathe  again.  The  second  flap  was  then 
made,  the  bone  sawed,  fiye  arteries  were  tied,  and  as  I  was  tightening  the  liga- 
ture upon  the  sixth  and  last  she  groaned,  being  the  first  indication  of  sensibility 
that  had  been  given.  Nothing  more  was  done  than  to  bring  the  flaps  together, 
cover  the  stump  with  cloths  dipped  in  cold  water,  and  apply  two  or  three  turns 
of  a  roller  to  keep  them  in  place.  Her  consciousness  soon  returned ;  she  was 
wholly  ignorant  that  the  operation  had  been  done.  For  some  time  she  would 
not  believe  it,  and  said  that  she  had  felt  nothing  till  I  tied  the  last  artery. 
The  operation  lasted  a  minute  and  three-quarters,  not  including  the  time 
required  to  tie  the  arteries.  I  did  it  rapidly,  though  it  has  been  done  in  less 
time,  because  I  feared  that  the  insensibility  might  pass  off,  and  we  had  no  means 
then,  as  we  have  now,  of  continuing  it  aa  long  as  is  necessary." 

Dr.  J.  Mason  Warren  says  his  father,  on  the  day  the  preceding  operation  was 
performed,  removed  a  portion  of  the  jaw  from  a  female,  who  was  also  rendered 
insensible  by  the  ether,  also  administered  by  Dr.  Morton.  The  next  case  was 
a  patient  of  my  own,  November  12,  in  which  the  patient  was  entirely  uncon- 
scious while  under  the  influence  of  the  anjcsthetic  agent  given  by  Dr.  Morton ; 
this  was  a  female  at  the  west  end  of  Boston,  in  the  vicinity  of  Myrtle  street. 
The  operation  was  the  removal  of  a  tumor  from  the  arm.  I  believe  that  was 
the  first  private  operation  performed  with  ether,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  goes. 
The  next  time  was  on  the  twenty-first  of  November,  on  a  patient  from  whom  I 
removed  a  large  tumor  of  the  thigh  at  the  Bromfield  House.  The  ether  in  this, 
as  in  the  other  cases,  was  given  by  Dr.  Morton.  From  this  time  until  March 
I  had  a  series  of  surgical  operations  in  private  practice,  in  many  of  which  Dr. 
Morton  was  present,  and  administered  the  ether. 

Another  important  case  that  soon  followed  was  that  of  a  man  at  an  advanced 
age,  who  was  afflicted  with  a  paralysis  of  the  lower  extremities,  owing  to  a  dis- 
ease of  the  bones  of  the  spine. 

For  the  relief  of  this,  and  to  prevent  the  extension  of  the  disease  In  tlxa  Wftft»»% 
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it  was  decided  necessary  to  cauterize  bim  with  the  actual  cautery  the  whole 
length  of  the  back,  on  each  side  of  the  spine.  How  painful  this  would  be,  un- 
less with  the  sensation  benumbed,  the  slight  burn  of  a  finger  CAn  give  some  idea. 
He  inhaled  the  ether,  and  soon  was  lying  in  a  quiet  and  easy  slumber.  Thcji 
the  surgeons  taking  the  irons,  heated  to  a  white  heat,  passed  them  over  hb 
white  and  tender  skin.  As  the  hot  iron  hissed,  and  the  flesh,  blackened  by  tk 
intensity,  shrunk  crisply  away  before  it,  without  one  groan  or  movement  firom 
the  patient,  the  enthusiasm  of  those  present  knew  no  bounds,  and  had  it  not 
been  for  the  stillness  demanded  in  the  place,  and  the  exigency  of  the  occasion, 
they  would  so  far  have  forgotten  all  propriety  as  to  have  broken  out  into  tumult- 
uous applause;  nor  was  this  subdued  when  the  patient,  on  his  return  to  ocm- 
sciousness,  declared  himself  ignorant  of  the  performance  of  the  operation,  and 
informed  the  bystanders  that  he  had  experienced  a  most  delightful  dream,  and 
had  experienced  more  agreeable  sensations  than  he  had  felt  for  many  a  day. 

Dr.  Bigelow  says :  "  A  hundred  promiscuous  cases  rapidly  occurred ;  often  ii 
the  face  of  hundreds  of  spectators,  not  one  of  whom  attributed  the  results  to  decep- 
tion or  imagination.  The  mass  of  evidence  swelled  as  it  rolled  jonward,  month 
After  month,  to  every  part  of  this  country  and  of  the  civilized  world ;  and  yet  in 
November,  1847,  more  than  a  year  after  the  discovery,  we  find  it  stated  that  in 
one  of  the  largest  hospitals  in  North  America  ether  'had  not  been  tried  at  all' 

"  For  the  sake  of  humanity,  if  not  of  science,  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  no  hos- 
pital gates  are  barred  against  ether  at  this  late  day." 

"  The  success  of  the  discovery  is  very  encouraging  and  its  application  exten- 
sive. It  made  its  mark  immediately,  fixed  and  indelible,  on  the  records  of  tk 
medical  faculty  of  the  world.  The  report  of  the  experiments  in  the  medical 
hospital  of  Boston  was  received  with  delight  in  England  and  on  the  continent 
by  the  most  enlightened  members  of  the  profession,  and  sulphuric  ether  and  it? 
kindred  ethers  were  immediately  adopted  and  took  their  place  in  medicinal  prac- 
tice as  anaesthetic  agents.  They  have  been  adopted  in  our  army  and  navy,  and 
no  sum,  though  told  by  millions,  would  compensate  for  their  loss  or  abandon- 
ment at  this  day.  The  value  of  the  gift  made  by  Dr.  Morton  to  his  country  is, 
indeed,  incalculable.     But  in  its  results  involved  the  ruin  of  his  private  fortune." 

Augustus  A.  Gould,  physician,  Boston,  being  sworn,  says : 

"  Invaluable.  It  would  amount  to  an  immense  sum  if  each  one  who  under- 
goes an  operation  would  contribute  what  he  would  pay  rather  than  dispense  with 
it.     I  am  unable  to  fix  a  money  value  upon  it." 

Henry  J.  Bigelow,  physician  and  surgeon,  Boston,  being  sworn,  says : 

"  A  million  dollars  a  year  as  well  as  any  other  sum,  because  the  revenue  d^ 

rived  from  those  who  should  be  compelled  either  to  forego  its  use  or  to  pay  for 

it  would  be  immense,  incalculable." 

Jacob  Bigelow,  physician  and  surgeon,  Boston,  being  sworn,  says  : 

"  I  conceive  its  value  to  be  such  that  if  it  was  only  to  be  purchased  with  large 
sums  of  money,  millions  of  dollars  would  readily  and  properly  be  paid  by  per- 
sons who  are  subjects  of  the  pain  it  is  competent  to  avert  or  relieve." 
J.  Mason  Warren,  physician  and  surgeon,  Boston,  being  sworn,  says  : 
"  If  you  mean  in  money,  I  consider  it  at  least  one  hundred  thousand  dollar. 
But  its  value  is  beyond  all  money ;  it  is  beyond  computation.  When  I  say  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  I  mean  that  I  think  that  is  more  likely  the  sum  which 
perhaps  might  be  given  Dr.  Morton  as  a  recognition  of  his  share  in  the  discovery, 
just  as  Dr.  Jeuner  received  about  such  a  sum  for  vaccination.  I  think  if  it  was 
shown  that  more  than  one  was  concerned  in  the  discovery,  each  ought  to  have  » 
hundrcd  thousand  dollars." 

H.  Q.  Brigham,  surgeon  dentist,  being  sworn,  says : 
"Five  hundred  thousand  doYlax^."  . 
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E.  B.  Warner,  house  physician  to  the  northern  dispensary  in  the  city  of 
New  York : 

"  It  is  of  immense  value,  and  its  worth  is  beyond  comprehension  in  dollars 
and  cents." 

John  H.  Grriscom,  M.  D.,  New  York,  being  sworn,  says  : 

"  The  pecuniary  value  of  said  discovery  cannot  be  estimated,  being  beyond 
all  calculation,  as  is  that  of  human  life  and  the  relief  of  human  suffering." 

John  Torrey,  chief  assayer  at  the  United  States  assay  oflSce  and  consulting 
chemist : 

"  It  is  extremely  difficult  to  estimate  its  value  in  money.  I  have  said  that 
Dr.  Morton  ought  to  have  a  monument  of  gold  as  high  as  Trinity  church  steeple^ 
and  I  see  no  cause  to  alter  my  opinion." 

Robert  F.  Weis,  M.  D.,  surgeon  to  the  New  York  hospital,  in  the  city  of  New 
York : 

"  Its  value  is  incalculable." 

Godfrey  Aignes,  M.  D.,  house  physician  to  the  New  York  dispensary,  New 
York,  being  sworn,  says : 

"  The  value  cannot  be  expressed  in  money,  but  it  is  a  great  blessing  to  man- 
kind." 

Jonas  P.  Loines,  house  physician  to  the  eastern  dispensary  in  the  city  of  New 
York,  being  sworn,  says  : 

"  The  discovery  of  its  use  is,  as  anaesthesia,  worth  in  the  neighborhood  of  one 
million  and  a  half  dollars,  so  far  as  can  be  known,  to  this  country." 

Isaac  Cummings,  house  physician  to  the  Demilt  dispensary,  city  of  New 
York:  . 

**  The  value  of  said  discovery  is  one  million  dollars  and  upwards." 

J.  Henry  Watts,  house  physician  to  the  northwestern  dispensary  in  the  city 
of  New  York : 

"  The  value  of  said  discovery  is  incalculable  and  has  been  a  great  blessing  to 
mankind." 

From  the  first,  and  for  several*  years  in  private  practice,  and  in  many 
public  institutions,  it  met  with  the  most  determined  and  persistent  opposition. 
By  some  its  efficiency  was  denied ;  by  others  it  was  declared  to  be  a  poison, 
which,  if  not  fatal  at  once,  led  in  the  result  to  fatal  consequences.  On  this  point 
Dr.  Henry  J.  Bigelow  says  : 

*•  Subsequently  to  the  discovery  of  ether,  and  not  a  great  while  after,  I  mean 
the  discovery  of  ether  inhalation,  there  was  a  very  great  difference  of  opinion ; 
first,  as  regards  its  safety.  Many  people  maintained  that  it  was  dangerous. 
Some  eminent  surgeons  have  pertinaciously,  and  in  the  most  surprising  manner, 
adhered  to  this  opinion  to  the  present  day,  objecting  to  its  use.  At  an  early 
period  certain  religious  grounds  were  urged  against  its  adoption.  Dr.  Morton, 
as  far  as  I  know,  uniformly  and  perseveringly  urged  it  upon  the  medical  profes- 
sion and  upon  the  world." 

Dr.  Gould  says : 

"  34th.  Was  there,  or  not,  and  how  long,  any,  and  how  great,  effort  made 
against%the  use  of  ether  1 

"  Ans.  There  was  a  strong  prejudice  against  it  in  this  city,  and  more  especially 
elsewhere ;  the  administration  of  it  was  denounced  generally,  and  many  articles 
were  written  against  it  in  the  medical  and  daily  journals.  I  don't  know  any 
particulars  further  than  writing  articles  and  denunciations  in  private  conversa- 
tions." 
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*'  There  was  much  indignation  and  disapprobation  from  the  profession,  eepe- 
ciaUy  the  dentists,  and  also  in  several  instances  by  patients.  In  one  or  two 
instances  prosecution  was  threatened,  not  particularly  on  account  of  the  mode 
of  administration,  but  for  administering  it  at  all."  The  preconceived  notions  and 
settled  theories  of  the  physicians  were  sadly  jostled.  Not  a  few  grew  irritable 
and  resented  the  interference.  They  closed  their  ears,  shut  their  eyes,  and 
folded  their  hands.  •  They  refused  to  touchor  in  any  way  pollute  them  selv^ 
with  the  unclean  thing.  They  had  quite  made  up  their  minds  that  pain  was  a 
necessary  evil,  and  must  be  endured.  They  scouted  the  attempted  innovation, 
and  averred  no  good  could  come  of  it. 

Says  Dr.  Bigelow : 

"  It  has  been  well  said  that  the  first  attitude  of  the  world  towards  a  great  dis- 
covery is  incredulity,  and  then  hostility;  and  this  was  well  exemplified  in  the 
reception  of  this  announcement  at  the  south.  Three  weeks  elapsed  before  any 
notice  of  the  subject  appeared.  Then  came  the  doubts  of  those  sagacious  and 
experienced  philosophers  who  were  not  easily  to  be  deceived." 

In  January,  1847,  a  New  York  medical  journal  announced  that  "  the  last 
special  wonder  has  already  arrived  at  the  natural  term  of  its  existence.  It  has 
descended  to  the  bottom  of  that  great  abyss  which  has  already  ingulfed  eo 
many  of  its  predecessor  novelties,  but  which  continues,  alas !  to  gape  until  a 
humbug  yet  more  prime  shall  be  thrown  into  it." 

The  New  Orleans  Medical  Journal  says,  in  the  same  month :  "  That  the  lead- 
ing surgeons  of  Boston  could  be  captivated  by  such  an  invention  as  this  excites 
our  amazement."  "  Why,  mesmerism,  which  is  repudiated  by  the  savans  of 
Boston,  has  done  a  thousand  times  greater  wonders." 

A  leading  medical  periodical  in  Philadelphia  says :  "  We  should  not  consider 
it  entitled  to  the  least  notice,  but  that  we  perceive,  by  a  Boston  journal,  that  promi- 
nent members  of  the  profession  have  been  caught  in  its  meshes."  It  was  "fullj 
persuaded  that  the  surgeons  of  Philadelphia  would  not  be  seduced  from  the 
high  professional  path  of  duty  into  the  quagmire  of  quackery  by  this  will-o'- 
the-wisp." 

In  November,  1847,  more  than  a  year  after  the  discovery,  it  had  not  been 
tried  at  all  in  the  Pennsylvania  hospital,  one  of  the  largest  in  North  America. 
The  council  of  Zurich  prohibited  the  use  of  ether.  Congp-ess  withheld  itt 
agency  when  it  might  have  assuaged  the  agony  of  the  wounded  soldier. 

Even  the  Massachusetts  General  Hospital,  within  whose  halls  his  inaugural  ex- 
periments were  made,  and  to  which  he  had  an  especial  right  to  look  for  supp<nt 
and  encouragement,  began  to  regard  the  discovery  with  distrust,  and,  with  many 
other  institutions  of  like  character,  temporarily  barred  its  doors  to  the  new"  agent 

Objections  based  on  religious  grounds  were  urged  against  the  employment  of 
ether.  Pain,  it  was  argued,  was  the  natural  and  intended  consequence  of  the 
primal  sin,  and  therefore  any  attempt  to  do  away  with  it  must  be  wrong.  These 
objectors  failed  to  see  that  their  argument,  if  it  proved  anything,  proved  too 
much,  since  it  held  with  equal  cogency  against  any  remedial  agency  whatever, 
and,  indeed,  if  carried  into  theology,  would  undermine  its  very  central  doctrine, 
redemption.  Others  opposed  the  anaesthetic  on  the  ground  that  pain  was  salu- 
tary, and  that  its  annihilation  would  be  hazardous  to  the  patient.  And  an  emi- 
nent physiologist  expressed  the  doubt  whether  there  were  a  true  advantage  in 
suppressing  pain.  *'  It  is  a  trivial  matter,"  said  this  stoic,  "to  suflTer,  and  a  di^ 
covery  whose  object  is  the  prevention  of  pain  is  of  slight  interest." 

In  Paris  the  announcement  of  the  discovery  was  received  with  all  but  indif- 
ference. Velpeau,  Eoux,  Magendie,  and  others,  politely  declined  using  the 
discovery. 

Letters  came  pouring  in  upon  Dr.  Morton  from  all  over  the  civilized  woilA 
many  of  them  upbraiding  him  with  having  announced  the  claims  of  a  humbng. 
The  Parisian  academicians  charged  him  with  prematurely  publishing  his  d^ 
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.  He  received  constant  visits  from  professional  gentlemen,  who  consumed 
le  with  speculative  doubts,  questioning  the  accuracy  of  his  experiments,  and 
ing  the  complaints  of  antagonists.  Worse  than  this,  it  was  alleged  that  the 
^ent  might  be  used  for  infamous  purposes.  "  A  fatal  habit,"  it  was  said, 
sprung  up  of  using  ether,  like  opium,  for  purposes  of  exhilaration,  to  all  in- 
utoxication.  A  burglar  forced  his  way  into  a  mansion  when  all  its  occu- 
were  wrapped  in  profound  slumber,  and,  applying  ether  to  them,  he  had 
use  all  to  himself."  Frequent  accidents,  moreover,  resulted  from  the  use 
mre  ether  by  unskilful  hands,  so  frequent,  indeed,  that  prosecution  was 
ened  for  administering  it  at  all.  Meanwhile,  all  eyes  were  turned  on  Dr. 
n  as  the  responsible  person  and  he  felt  that  something  must  be  done,  some 
re  step  be  taken,  and  at  once,  or  the  discovery  would  fall  into  disrepute 
B  abandoned.  He  stated  in  substance  in  his  memoir  to  the  French  academy 
be  result  of  a  thoughtful  consultation  was  that  no  better  means  could  be 
td  to  rigidly  confine  this  new  and  powerful  agency  to  professional  hands, 
;omed  to  the  necessary  precautions,  than  the  procuring  of  a  patent.  This 
.  prevent  quacks  and  the  public  from  tampering  with  danger,  and,  at  the 
time,  he  might  give  free  permission  to  hospitals,  charitable  institutions, 
nly  qualified  persons,  to  use  the  article  without  infringement.  He  never 
ed  that  government  would  take  the  patent  ouL  of  his  hands  as  soon  as  the 
;  good  required  it,  making  him  such  reimbursements  as  justice  should 
•e.  At  any  rate,  he  was  determined  to  stem  the  tide  that  was  setting 
jt  the  use  of  ether,  and  it  was  due  to  his  family  to  secure  his  title  against 
3rence  from  ex  post  facto  claimants  who  might  arise.  The  patent  was 
these  circumstances  procured,  and  simultaneously  with  its  reception,  he 
through  the  late  John  C.  Warren,  free  permission  to  such  hospitals  and 
itions  as  he  chose  to  name  the  free  use  of  ether.  The  patent,  however, 
lied  a  few  only  of  these  evils;  most  of  them  continued  in  their  full  intensity 
ifter  it  was  procured. 

>m  the  first,  and  for  many  years.  Dr.  Morton  made  vigorous  exertions  to 
luce  his  discovery  to  the  public,  and  to  promulgate  information  of  the  same 
jf  its  benefits,  and  the  best  modes  of  applying  it.  Believing  that  the 
ion  of  publications,  setting  forth  its  characteristics,  and  its  best  mode  of 
I  and  effects  upon  the  human  system,  and  describing  the  apparatus  then 
dered  requisite  to  its  successful  administration,  would  be  the  most  effectual 
s  of  bringing  his  discovery  to  the  knowledge  of  the  public,  he,  at  great 
ise,  caused  large  amounts  of  information  to  be  printed  and  circulated,  not 
in  all  sections  of  the  United  States,  but  in  Europe.  The  effect  of  these 
cations  was  to  almost  immediately  attract  general  attention  to  the  discovery, 
1  was  everywhere  discussed  and  investigated,  and  Dr.  Morton  was  stimu- 
to  increased  exertions  in  verifying  and  permanently  establishing  the  novel 
^onderftil  truths  which  he  proclaimed.  Some  idea  of  his  persevering  labors 
be  formed  from  the  following  extracts  from  the  testimony  of  Richard  H. 
t,  esq.,  now  United  States  district  attorney  for  the  district  of  Massachu- 
and  Peleg  W.  Chandler,  esq.,  ex-city  solicitor  of  Boston,  a  distinguished 
ber  of  the  Suffolk  bar : 

chard  H.  Dana,  counsellor-atlaw,  Boston,  being  sworn,  says : 

am  familiar  with  it.  I  have  known  of  unceasing  efforts  of  Dr.  Morton 
•ing  forward  the  discovery  and  to  vindicate  his  claims  relative  thereto, 
as  constantly  been  making  such  efforts;  he  has  followed  the  matter  up  with 
ierful  energy,  and  has  encountered  difficulties  which  I  think  would  have 
led  almost  any  other  man.  I  have  always  thought  that  a  distinguishing 
;  in  him  has  been  that  he  had  the  courage,  I  may  say  the  hardihood,  to  per- 
e  in  his  experiments  with  sulphuric  ether,  in  a  manner  which  almost  any 

person  would  have  feared  to  adopt,  until  he  had  demonstrated  that  it 
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might  be  used  with  entire  safety,  and  would  produce  the  effect  of  absolute  in- 
sensibility." 

Peleg  W.  Chandler,  counsellor-at-law,  Boston,  being  sworn,  says : 

"From  what  I  have  seen  and  heard  in  this  community,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  he  has  devoted  himself  mainly  to  the  subject  referred  to  for  many 
years,  with  great  industry,  perseverance,  zeal,  and  ability,  and  he  seems  to  hare 
labored  under  every  discom*agement." 

"Whatever  may  have  been  the  personal  merits  of  his  discovery,  I  do  not 
believe  it  would  have  been  in  use  to  this  day  if  he  had  not  followed  it  up  ae 
he  did." 

"Doctor  Morton  met  with  embarrassments  enough  to  dishearten  most  men. 
I  have  always  felt  that  his  remuneration  for  the  vast  benefit  to  the  world  con- 
ferred by  his  discovery  has  been  totally  inadequate.  For  one,  I  feel,  and  al- 
ways have  felt,  grateful  to  him  as  one  of  the  greatest  benefactors  of  mankind 
of  the  present  age." 

As  it  was  obvious  that  until  the  nature  and  mode  of  applying  said  discoveir 
was  more  fully  understood,  than  was  practicable  upon  the  first  introduction 
thereof,  it  might  fail  of  success,  by  reason  of  ignorance  or  inexperience  on  the 
part  of  those  attempting  to  employ  it.  Dr.  Morton  found  it  necessary  to  en- 
gage experienced  assistants,  instruct  them  in  the  application  of  his  discovery,  and 
send  them  forth  over  the  country,  to  bring  it  to  the  notice  of  medical  and  sur- 
gical men.  These  parties  he  provided  with  the  expensive  inhaling  apparatus 
then  used,  and  with  large  quantities  of  high  priced  ether,  it  being  necessary 
that  it  should  be  chemically  pure,  in  order  to  produce  proper  anaesthetic  effects. 
The  assistants  themselves  were  generally  young  physicians,  of  professional 
education,  good  talents,  and  social  position,  calculated  to  personally  inspire 
confidence  where  the  discovery  might  be  regarded  with  distrust.  Many  of 
them  relinquished  their  private  practice  to  thus  aid  in  disseminating  informa- 
tion respecting  the  discovery,  and  had  to  be  well  compensated,  in  addition  to 
the  payment  of  their  heavy  travelling  expenses,  and  to  the  cost  of  the  ether 
and  the  apparatus  with  which  they  were  supplied,  thus  adding  large  expendi- 
tures to  those  otherwise  incurred.  One  of  Dr.  Morton's  assistants,  a  nephew 
of  Dr.  John  C.  Warren,  on  whose  recommendation  he  was  engaged,  testified  a* 
follows,  concerning  the  expenditures  of  the  introduction  and  the  promulgation 
of  the  discovery : 

Edward  Warren,  being  sworn,  says : 

"  From  my  actual  knowledge,  while  engaged  in  behalf  of  the  applicant « 
before  stated,  and  from  information  otherwise  received,  I  state  that  from  the  time 
of  said  discovery,  for  the  period  of  two  years  or  upwards.  Dr.  Morton  has  spent 
nearly  all  his  time,  strength,  and  energy  in  the  most  constant  and  strenuous  ei- 
ertions  to  introduce  said  discovery  to  the  public,  and  the  result  of  all  wiiich 
was  that  the  applicant's  business  was  utterly  destroyed,  his  health  materiallj 
injured,  and  he  was  irrecoverably  involved  in  debt.  For  the  purpose  of  intro- 
ducing said  discovery  he  has  employed  many  other  persons,  and  procured  to  be 
composed  and  published  many  pamphlets  and  other  documents,  for  all  wliich  he 
has  paid  large  sums  of  money,  as  well  as  in  travelling  and  hotel  expenses,  coun- 
sel fees,  and  for  a  great  variety  of  other  services  performed  by  different  persons 
in  the  same  matter.  The  whole  past  fourteen  years  have  been  devoted  oy  him 
almost  exclusively  to  this  discovery." 

As  Dr.  Morton's  practical  acquaintance  with  etherization  became  more  ex- 
tended, he  ascertained  that  the  inhaling  apparatus,  which  was  elaborate  and 
expensive,  was  not,  after  all,  necessary.  In  Paris,  as  stated  by  Dr.  Heniy  J. 
Bigelow  in  his  pamphlet  entitled  "Ether  and  Chloroform,"  experiments,  the 
majority  of  which  had  been  failures,  were  sucessful  when  Dr.  Morton's  inhaling 
apparatus  arrived,  and  not  until  that  apparatus  had  been  used  did. those  great 
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surgeons,  Velpeau  and  Roux,  declare,  in  the  presence  of  the  two  academies,  that 
the  discovery  was  "a  glorious  conquest  for  humanity."  Yet  soon  afterwards 
Dr.  Morton  demonstrated  that  the  simple  application  of  a  sponge,  saturated  with 
ether  and  applied  directly  to  the  mouth  and  nostrils  of  the  patient,  was  the  most 
satisfactory  mode  of  administering  the  vapor.  Personally  this  was  to  him  a 
loss,  as  there  was  no  use  for  the  apparatus  purchased  or  contracted  for  by  him, 
and  either  on  hand  or  in  process  of  manufacture.  This  appears  by  the  follow- 
ing testimony  of  Joseph  Burnett,  esq.,  a  leading  druggist  and  chemist  of  Boston, 
and  of  0.  P.  Drake,  esq.,  a  maker  of  philosophical  and  chemical  apparatus  : 

Joseph  Burnett,  being  sworn,  says  : 

**  Interrogatory  5.  State  whether  you  have  examined  all  the  items  of  said 
account  which  purport  to  be  charges  for  *  inhaling  apparatus,'  or  portions  thereof, 
or  work  thereon,  and  whether,  from  your  knowledge  of  the  information  existing 
at  the  respective  times  said  charges  are  dated,  on  the  part  of  Morton  or  any 
other  person,  the  sums  so  charged  for  the  items  named  were  deemed  necessary 
or  reasonable  to  bring  said  discovery  before  the  public.  Also  state  what  was 
the  character  of  your  said  knowledge. 

"Answer.  In  my  opinion,  from  the  information  I  had  on  the  subject  generally, 
at  the  time,  I  should  say  they  were  not  unreasonable  for  the  purpose  mentioned, 
having  in  view  the  fact  that  at  first  there  was  opposition  to  the  ether,  and  that 
it  seemed  to  be  necessary  to  give  unusual  facilities  to  medical  people,  such  as 
furnishing  them  with  apparatus  without  charge,  &c.,  to  induce  them  to  test  the 
discovery.  I  give  this  as  opinion  merely.  I  have  examined  the  items  inquired 
about.  My  knowledge  was  derived  from  being  quite  conversant  with  the  early 
history  of  the  ether  discovery." 

O.  P.  Drake,  apparatus  and  instrument  maker,  being  sworn,  says : 

"Answer.  I  do.  He  did  make  great  attempts.  He  spent  a  great  deal  of 
money  in  them,  and  lost  a  great  deal.  They  commenced  about  the  time  I  first 
knew  him.  They  were  continued  whenever  I  had  any  knowledge  of  him.  He 
had  a  large  establishment  in  Tremont  Row,  and  operators  there  to  introduce  the 
discovery.  If  it  had  not  been  for  these  efforts  the  thing  never  would  have  been 
introduced,  perhaps,  for  a  long  time.  They  were  exceedingly  persistent  and 
earnest;  very  much  so." 

A.  E.  Giles,  being  sworn,  says: 

"Answer.  Yes;  I  have.  In  1847  I  first  knew  of  his  efforts  in  this  behalf. 
I  was  employed  by  him,  and.  know  that  his  efforts  have  been  persistent  and 
continuous.  They  have  been  attended  with  great  expense,  time,  and  labor,  with 
no  satisfactory  or  adequate  results,  I  conceive  this  discovery  to  be  the  most 
important  and  beneficial  to  mankind  of  the  present  age.  Difficulties  arose  be- 
cause people  generally  had,  at  first,  the  idea  that  the  inhalation  of  sulphuric  ether 
was  dangerous.  I  have  always  considered  that  the  perseverance  of  Doctor  Morton 
in  introducing  the  discovery  to  the  world  was  the  main  thing  which  ultimately 
overcame  the  opposition  to  it  arising  from  the  cause  named." 

During  the  whole  of  the  time  above  referred  to.  Doctor  Morton  was  contin- 
ually having  circulated  through  this  country  and  Europe  printed  publications 
calculated  to  bring  his  discovery  into  use,  and  was  procuring  the  publication  of 
articles  in  leading  journals,  setting  forth  the  benefits  of  his  improvements.  He 
personally  visited  several  of  the  principal  cities  of  the  United  States  in  order  to 
confer  with  practitioners  who  were  adopting  his  discovery,  and  he  kept  up  an 
extensive  correspondence  in  which  he  indicated  the  safety  and  urged  the  general 
use  of  etherization.  From  the  testimony  of  several  editors  and  publishers  show-" 
ing  the  extent  and  variety  of  Doctor  Morton's  labors  in  promulgating  his  infor- 
mation, the  following  extracts  are  made : 
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Elizur  Wright,  now  insurance  commissioner,  but  well  known  as  an  ex-editor, 
being  sworn,  says : 

*'  2d  interrogatory.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  eflTorts,  at  any  time,  made 
by  said  Morton  to  introduce  his  said  discovery  to  the  public,  to  give  the  latter 
knowledge  of  it,  and  to  bring  it  into  general  use  ?  If  yea,  how  long  since  did 
such  eflforts  commence,  to  your  knowledge?  How  long  were  they  continued! 
What  has  been  their  character  as  respects  earnestness  and  persistence  ?  With 
what  success  have  they  been  attended  ]     If  you  know,  state  fully. 

"Answer.  I  have.  They  commenced  in  about  1846.  They  have  been  con- 
tinued ever  since,  so  far  as  I  know,  and  I  have  known  up  to  within  two  or  three 
years.  They  have  been  zealous,  indefatigable,  and  enthusiastic.  They  mii?t 
have  given  great  knowledge  to  the  public  about  the  discovery.  He  has  pub- 
lished reams  about  it.  I  have  written,  myself,  I  suppose,  a  dozen  articles  in 
relation  to  it. 

"  3d  interrogatory.  Do  you  consider  said  Morton  a  man  of  energy  and  per- 
sistence of  character  ?  Has  he,  so  far  as  your  knowledge  extends,  displayed  those 
qualities  in  a  marked  degree,  in  bringing  said  discovery  into  public  use  ?  If  yea, 
state  what,  in  your  opinion,  would  have  been  the  result  as  to  said  discovery,  had 
the  same  not  been  kept  persistently  before  the  public  by  said  Morton. 

"Answer.  He  is  a  man  of  great  energy.  I  think  he  has.  It  might  have  been 
made  by  others,  but  it  wouldn't  have  been  brought  into  use  so  soon  but  for 
Morton." 

Samuel  M.  Hobbs,  late  editor  Boston  Atlas  and  Bee,  being  swom,^8ay8: 

"  I  do  know  a  great  many  such  efforts.  They  commenced  about  the  time  I 
first  knew  anything  about  him.  They  have  been  kept  up,  to  my  knowledge, 
ever  since,  up  to  a  short  time.  He  has  driven  the  matter  just  as  hard  and  as 
energetically  as  a  man  could  all  the  time  I  have  known  about  him.  They  hare 
met  with  the  success  of  bringing  the  discovery  very  prominently  before  the 
public." 

David  Clapp,  printer  and  publisher  of  Boston  Medical  Journal,  being  sworn 
says : 

"  I  was  familiar  with  his  efforts  when  he  was  here.  These  efforts  commenced 
about  the  year  1846.  They  were  continued  whenever  I  knew  anything  abont 
them.  He  always  seemed  to  be  very  much  engaged  in  them,  and  persevered 
constantly.  So  far  as  I  know,  I  think  they  certainly  had  the  effect  to  dirf 
great  attention  to  the  discovery  on  the  part  of  the  public. 

"Answer.  I  do;  more  than  the  average.  Yes,  I  should  think  it  had.  I 
should  think  it  would  not  have  been  known  wirtiout  his  effort8.  In  1847  Dr. 
Morton  brought  his  discovery  before  Congress,  and  urged  its  adoption  into  tk 
medical  department  of  the  United  States  armies  engaged  in  the  Mexican  war. 
The  committee  to  whom  the  subject  was  referred,  however,  terminated  their 
investigations  on  the  reception  of  a  few  letters  unfavorable  to  the  discoveiy. 
written  by  those  who  were  beginning  to  zealously  array  themselves  against  it- 
adoption.  So  anxious  was  Dr.  Morton  to  give  the  soldiers  and  sailors  engaged 
in  the  campaign  the  benefits. of  etherization  that  he  urged  its  adoption  in  tk 
War  and  Navy  Departments,  stipulating  that  each  administration  of  the  vapx 
should  cost  but  one  or  two  cents.  Owing  to  the  professional  distrust  with  which  all 
innovations  on  old-established  practice  are  regarded,  this  offer  was  also  rejected." 

Indeed,  nothing  but  the  most  persevering  and  determined  efforts  on  the  pait 
of  Dr.  Morton  prevented  the  disuse  of  the  discovery.  For  weeks  after  the  nro 
public  trials  at  the  Massachusetts  General  Hospital  there  waa  no  application  of 
etherization,  and  patients  were  operated  upon  as  before.  But  the  enthusia.<tic 
discoverer  was  determined  that  the  public  should  enjoy  the  inestimable  blessing 
of  his  discovery,  and  he  fitted  up,  at  his  own  expense,  apartments  for  its  appli- 
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tion.  By  the  payment  of  a  considerable  bonus  he  obtained  the  immediate  sur- 
render of  the  leases  of  a  building  adjacent  to  his  office  in  Boston,  which  he 
immediately  had  properly  furnished  and  prepared  for  the  performance  of  opera- 
tions upon  all  who  might  desire  to  submit  to  them  under  the  novel  eflfects  of 
etherization.  At  the  same  time  he  engaged  several  assistants  to  take  charge  of 
and  to  perform  such  operations;  and  as  they  were  nearly  all  educated  physi- 
cians, he  was  compelled  to  compensate  them  liberally  for  their  time.  Yet  the 
remuneration  received  by  him  from  patients  was  but  little  or  nothing,  as  imtil 
the  success  and  safety  of  the  discovery  became  firmly  established,  the  large 
number  of  those  who  submitted  to  etherization  did  so  either  from  curiosity  or 
at  the  earnest  solicitation  of  Dr.  Morton  or  his  assistants. 

By  the  efforts  and  expenditures  which  have  been  briefly  detailed,  Dr.  Morton 
was  apparently  succeeding  in  bringing  his  discovery  before  the  public,  when  he. 
was  arrested  by  a  formidable  opposition,  which,  for  a  time,  paralyzed  his  exer- 
tions, and  involved  him  in  pecuniary  embaiTassments  of  a  ruinous  nature.  This 
opposition  first  manifested  itself  in  an  organized  attack  upon  him  and  his  dis- 
covery by  a  large  number  of  the  dental  profession  in  Boston.  This  attack,  and 
the  opposition  from  this  source,  was  followed  up  for  a  great  length  of  time  with 
persistent  virulence,  its  originators  asserting  and  professing  to  cite  authentic 
and  conclusive  instances  of  actual  cases  in  which  ether  had  produced  the  most 
dangerous  effects  upon  patients  who  had  been  treated  with  it.  Published  matter 
was  circulated  by  these  parties  throughout  the  country,  with  the  design  and 
result  of  stirring  up  a  general  feeling  of  distrust  and  hostility.  To  such  an* 
extent  were  these  m^sures  carried  that  in  a  short  time  a  violent  tide  of  public 
feeling  was  excited  against  said  discovery ;  to  overcome  which  his  time  and 
efforts  were  required  for  a  protracted  period.  Widely  circulated  articles  in  lead- 
ing medical  journals  in  different  parts  of  the  United  States  were  published 
setting  forth  the  danger  of  the  new  agent,  and  strongly  urging  the  abolition  of 
all  use  of  it  on  the  part  of  the  medical  profession,  and  the  discountenancing  of 
it  by  the  public  at  large.  In  consequence  of  the  general  suspicion  aroused  by 
these  persistent  and  systematic  attacks.  Dr.  Morton  speedily  found  the  public 
feeling  growing  hostile  to  his  discovery,  and  to  such  a  degree  that  in  a  short 
time  he  found  himself  deserted  by  his  patients.  Hence  he  was  forced  to  relin- 
quish his  apartments,  and  as  he  had  received  but  a  trifling  recompense,  as  has 
been  already  stated,  for  operations  therein  performed,  the  expense  incurred  by 
the  purchase  of  the  lease  and  the  cost  of  fitting  up  left  him  in  an  embarrassed 
condition,  while  he  was  the  object  of  widespread  and  virulent  attacks,  and  his 
discovery  was  heralded  as  not  only  worthless,  but  as  injurious.  These  facts  are 
fVilly  substantiated  by  a  large  amount  of  testimony  from  leading  physicians, 
surgeons,  and  business  men  of  Boston,  from  which  a  few  extracts  are  selected : 

Henry  J.  Bigelow,  M.  D.,  physician  and  surgeon,  Boston,  being  sworn,  says : 

"New  experiments,  and  many  of  them,  were  to  be  made.  Great  probable  dan- 
ger was  to  be  encountered  and  great  responsibilty  assumed,  even  to  the  extent 
that  had  Dr.  Morton  killed  somebody  with  the  new  agent,  of  which  Sir  Benj. 
Brodie  long  after  said  that  *  it  had  killed  guinea-pigs,  and  that  the  great  question 
was  whether  it  was  safe,'  he  would  very  likely  have  been  indicted  for  man- 
slaughter, in  rashly  and  ignorantly  experimenting  with  an  untried  and  powerful 
agent.  t$ 

**  He  has  always  been  full  of  it.  Before  it  was  generally  adopted  he  did,  I 
should  think,  everything  which  a  man  could  to  introduce  it." 

Augustus  A.  Gould,  physician,  Boston,  being  sworn,  says : 
**  There  was  a  strong  opposition  to  it  in  this  city,  and  more  especially  else- 
where.  The  administration  of  it  was  denounced  generally,  and  many  articles  were 
written  against  it  in  the  medical  and  daily  journals.     I  don't  know  that  any 
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thing  further  was  attempted  than  writing  articles,  and  denunciations  in  private 
conversations. 

"  Dr.  Morton  wrote  and  talked  too.  I  have  seen  several  pamphlets  prepared. 
I  suppose,  at  his  instance  and  at  his  expense. 

"  While  he  boarded  with  me,  which  was  two  or  three  months  during  its  earlier 
administration,  he  was  overwhelmed,  day  and  night,  in  managing  the  administn- 
tion  and  introduction  of  ether.  He  became  very  nervous,  and  lost  strength.  As 
to  his  business  I  have  no  acquaintance. 

"  There  was  much  indignation  and  disapprobation  from  many  of  the  profes- 
sion, especially  from  the  dentists,  and  also  in  several  instances  by  patients.  In 
one  or  two  instances  prosecutions  were  threatened,  not  particularly  on  accoant 
of  the  mode  of  administration,  but  for  administering  it  at  all,  and  for  the  injurious 
eflfects  supposed  to  be  in  consequence." 

Joseph  Burnet,  druggist  and  chemist,  of  Boston,  being  sworn,  says : 

*•  Interrogatory  7.  How  much  of  Dr.  Morton's  time  was  devoted  to  the  intro- 
duction and  defence  of  ether  during  the  first  six  months  or  year  after  its  intro- 
duction ? 

"  Answer.  I  should  say  almost  entirely. 

**  Interrogatory  8.  What  had  been  the  state  of  his  business  up  to  that  time! 
What  effect  had  these  labors  of  his  upon  it  ? 

"Answer.  It  had  been  at  times  very  flourishing,  and  was,  I  think,  a  growing 
'  business.  These  labors  of  his  injured  his  business,  of  course.  He  neglected  it, 
and  it  fell  off. 

"  Interrogatory  9.  Had  his  labors  in  the  matter  of  ether  any,  and  what,  effect 
on  his  health  ? 

"Answer.  It  injured  his  health  and  affected  his  whole  nervous  system — this 
constant  excitement.  It  rendered  him  weak,  so  much  so  that  he  was  obliged  to 
■employ  a  physician ;  he  took  medicine  at  that  time,  and  active  remedies. 

"Interrogatory  10.  Whether  or  not,  after  the  introduction  of  ether,  Dr.  Mor- 
ton enlarged  his  premises,  and  had  numerous  assistants  whom  he  had  not  before 
had? 

"Answer.  Yes;  he  enlarged  his  premises,  and  I  remember  two  or  three  extra 
assistants. 

"Interrogatory  11.  Whether  or  not,  after  the  introduction  of  ether.  Dr.  Mor- 
ton's rooms  were  thronged  by  persons  who  wished  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
jpainless  extraction  of  teeth  1 

"  Answer,  A  great  many  persons  went  there  to  have  their  teeth  extracted 
without  pain.     I  never  saw  his  room  filled. 

"  He  labored  very  constantly  and  very  energetically  in  employing  agents 
publishing  books,  and  advertising.  There  was  a  feeling  of  consiaerable  hostility 
on  the  part  of  the  dentists  towards  Morton.  They  held  a  meeting  or  meetings  on 
the  subject,  and  published  a  circular,  which  I  heard  one  of  Morton's  agents  mt 
he  met  with  in  almost  every  State  of  the  Union." 

In  order  to  refute  the  assertions  of  his  opponents,  and  to  overcome  the  op- 
position to  the  more  general  introduction  of  his  discovery.  Dr.  Morton  the  more 
industriously  put  in  circulation  facts  demonstrating  its  value.  The  mass  of  in- 
formation received  by  him  in  letters  from  scientific  men  and  eminent  practi- 
tioners at  home  and  abroad,  the  regular  reports  made  to  him  by  his  own  pro- 
fessional assistants  throughout  the  coimtry,  with  the  results  of  his  own  practice 
and  continued  researches,  were  all  carefully  digested  and  at  once  published.  He 
thus  disseminated  a  large  amount  of  new  and  valuable  information  at  brief  in- 
tervals, which  convinced  the  most  sceptical,  instructed  those  professional  men 
who  were  disposed  to  use  the  newly  discovered  agent,  and  indoctrinated  the 
people  of  the  Old  and  New  World  with  a  well-founded  faith  in  the  use  of  aoaes- 
thetic  agents.     Many  medical  men  in  the  United  States  who  had  at  first  looked 
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with  distrust  upon  what  they  regarded  as  an  innovation  on  their  established 
system  of  practice,  now  frankly  admit  that  they  were  forced  to  change  their 
opinion  by  the  reports  on  etherization  which  emanated  from  the  leading  sur- 
geons and  physicians  of  Europe,  at  once  republished  and  circulated  throughout 
the  United  States  by  Dr.  Morton  and  those  whom  he  had  enlisted  in  promulga- 
ting the  new  discovery. 

The  cost  of  preparing  and  of  distributing  these  documents,  the  necessity  for 
them  existing,  as  before  said,  for  an  extended  length  of  time,  was  very  great, 
and  there  is  abundant  evidence  that  but  for  Dr.  Morton's  indefatigable  efforts  at 
this  time,  involving  the  ruin  of  his  health,  his  professional  practice,  and  his  pe- 
cuniary means,  the  discovery  would  have  been  driven  out  of  use,  and  the  public 
would  have  been  deprived  of  its  benefit.     These  assertions  are  thus  established : 

George  Hayward,  M.  D.,  being  sworn,  says ; 

"  Ever  since  I  have  known  Doctor  Morton  he  has  seemed  to  me  to  think  of 
nothing  but  ether,  and  of  making  the  world  admit  his  claim  to  a  proper  propor- 
tion of  the  merit  of  the  discovery.  I  consider  that  his  labors  to  give  the  ben- 
efit of  it  to  the  public  could  hardly  be  exceeded  by  any  one." 

J.  Mason  Warren,  physician  and  surgeon,  Boston,  being  sworn,  says : 

"  I  have  known  considerable  about  feuch  efforts,  and  they  have  always,  as  far 
as  my  means  of  information  extended,  been  earnest,  persistent,  and  well  calcu- 
lated to  effect  a  speedy  recognition  of  the  value  of  etherization.  It  early  be- 
came widely  adopted,  and  since  then  he  has,  when  I  have  seen  him,  been  con- 
stantly engaged  in  establishing  his  right  to  his  preponderating  share  in  making 
the  discovery." 

Theodore  Metcalf,  of  Boston,  being  sworn,  says  : 

"  I  have  known  of  frequent  attempts  by  Doctor  Morton  of  the  nature  inquired 
about.  From  the  first  of  his  bringing  out  said  discovery,  I  have  had  knowledge 
that  he  devoted  himself  to  it  constantly,  pursuing  the  matter  unceasingly  and 
with  unflagging  energy — I  may  say  enthusiasm.  Indeed,  I  have  never  laiown 
anything  about  him  when  he  has  not  seemed  entirely  wrapped  up  in  etheriza- 
tion.    He  has  constantly  been  working,  and  writing,  and  publishing  about  it." 

Robert  J.  Burbank,  counsellor-at-law,  Boston,  being  sworn,  says : 

"  Dr.  Morton  did  make  great  efforts,  in  the  winter  of  1845-'46,  to  introduce 
to  the  public  his  discovery,  and  he  has  been  active  in  such  efforts  ever  since. 
He  is  a  man  of  very  great  energy,  and  in  my  belief  he  has  applied  himself 
with  all  his  energy  to  the  introduction  of  his  discovery  to  the  public." 

J.  P.  Putnam,  being  duly  sworn,  says : 

**  Ever  since  I  have  known  anything  about  him,  he  has  been  wrapped  up  in 
etherization,  doing  all  he  could  to  push  it,  and  to  establish  his  rights  to  his  share 
in  making  it." 

Medical  men  now  admit  the  value  and  importance  of  the  discovery  in  glowing 
language.  The  venerable  and  sage  Doctor  Warren,  who  performed  the  above 
operation,  says  : 

"  A  new  era  has  opened  to  the  operating  surgeon  !  His  visitations  on  the 
most  delicate  parts  are  performed,  not  only  without  the  agonizing  screams  he 
has  been  accustomed  to  hear,  but  sometimes  with  a  state  of  perfect  insensibility, 
and  occasionally  even  with  the  expression  of  pleasure  on  the  part  of  the  patient 
Who  could  have  imagined  that  drawing  the  knife  over  the  delicate  skin  of  the 
face  might  produce  a  sensation  of  unmixed  delight?  That  the  turning  and 
twisting  of  instruments  in  the  most  sensitive  bladder  might  be  accompanied  by 
a  beautiful  dream  ?  That  the  contorting  of  anchylosed  joints  should  co-exist 
with  a  celestial  vision  ?     If  Ambrose  Pare,  and  Louis,  and  Dessault,  and  Chea- 
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Belden,  and  Hunter,  and  Cooper,  could  see  what  our  eyes  daily  witness,  how 
would  they  long  to  come  among  us  and  perform  their  exploits  once  more !  And 
with  what  fresh  vigor  does  the  living  surgeon,  who  is  ready  to  resign  the  scal- 
pel, grasp  it,  and  wish  again  to  go  through  his  career  under  the  new  auspices ! " 

The  grave  and  sedate  Liston  says  : 

"  Hurrah !  Rejoice !  Mesmerism  and  its  professors  have  met  with  a  *  heavy 
blow,  and  gi*eat  discouragement.'  An  American  dentist  has  used  ether  (inhala- 
tion of  it)  to  destroy  sensation  in  his  operations,  and  the  plan  has  succeeded  in 
the  hands  of  Warren,  Hayward,  and  others,  in  Boston.  Yesterday  I  amputated 
a  thigh,  aiid  removed,  by  revulsion,  both  sides  of  the  great  toe  nail,  without  the 
patient  being  aware  of  what  was  doing,  so  far  as  regards  pain.  The  amputa- 
tion-man heard,  he  says,  what  we  said,  and  was  conscious,  out  f^lt  neither  the 
pain  of  the  incisions,  nor  that  of  tying  the  vessels.  In  short,  he  had  no  sensa- 
tion of  pain  in  the  operating  theatre.  I  mean  to  use  it  to-day,  in  a  case  of 
stone.     In  six  months  no  operation  will  be  performed  without  this  precaution." 

The  importance  of  Dr.  Morton's  discovery  having  thus  been  fully  established, 
it  speedily  met  with  the  recommendation  of  the  medical  officers  of  the  national 
•government,  and  was,  by  the  authorization  of  the  proper  departments,  introduced 
into  the  public  service  in  the  army  and  navy,  but  without  any  compensation 
being  then  or  ever  made  to  him  for  such  appropriation,  and  without  reference 
to  the  careful  protection  thereof  which  he  had  secured  by  the  letters  patent. 

Although  the  public,  when  apprised  of  this  disregard  by  government  of  ite 
own  promised  protection  of  the  rights  of  the  discoverer,  at  once  commenced  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  discovery.  Dr.  Morton  had  secured  a  great  advantage 
from  his  letters  patent.  Had  it  been  known  that  all  could  administer  and 
experiment  with  the  then  mysterious  agent,  when  its  marvellous  power  was 
first  announced,  and  before  it  had  been  fully  and  fairly  tested  by  scientific 
men,  the  most  disastrous  results  might  have  followed. 

John  C.  Warren,  p.  34,  " Etheresatia,"  1847,  says:  "It  was  proposed  in 
France  to  pass  an  ordinance  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  ether,  excepting  under  tht 
prescription  of  a  physician."  (For  reasons  more  particular,  see  p.  33,  same  at 
above.)  While  protected  by  the  letters  patent,  this  agent  was  wholly  in  tk 
hands  of  professional  men,  instructed  by  Dr.  Morton  either  in  person  o/throngli 
his  assistants,  and  care  was  taken  that  only  a  pure  article  was  used.  Accidents, 
which  might  have  been  frequent  and  fatal  if  quacks  and  pretenders  could  hare 
used  the  discovery,  without  instruction  or  information,  were  guarded  against 
and  the  employment  of  so  dangerous  an  instrument  by  burglars  or  other 
criminals  was  effectually  prohibited. 

Having  perfected  his  discovery,  surrounded  it  with  scientific  safeguards,  and 
received  the  indorsement  of  the  leading  practitioners  of  Europe  and  Amexitt 
Dr.  Morton  had  no  longer  any  desire  for  protection  against  what  otherwise 
might  have  been  a  fatal  and  pernicious  use  uf  the  agent  which  he  had  s<» 
carefully  introduced  for  the  relief  of  suffering  humanity.  Desirous  that  it  shonH 
be  widely  and  generally  used,  he  had  ever  felt  that  he  would  receive  his  reward 
from  the  nation  rather  than  from  individuals,  and  that  the  profession  and  the 
public  would  regard  the  mere  question  of  patent  as  very  insignificant  compared 
with  the  discovery  itself,  or  the  gi*atitude  due  for  it;  besides,  a  patent  in  tht 
profession  to  which  Dr.  Morton  belongs  is  not  the  subject  of  unfavorable 
comment. 

No  sooner  was  it  conclusively  established  that  Dr.  Morton  had  discoverecl « 
remedial  agent,  of  priceless  value  to  suffering  humanity,  and  that  it  had  beefi 
appropriated  by  the  general  government,  than  the  medical  and  surgical  ?taf 
of  the  hospital  in  which  he  made  his  inaugural  experiments  united  in  an  appeal 
to  Congress  that  he  should  be  reimbiused  for  his  great  outlay  of  money,  and 
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appropriately  remunerated  for  the  great  boon  which  he  had  conferred,  not  only 
upon  the  nation,  but  upon  the  world. 

Much  has  been  said,  when  speaking  of  the  difficulties  under  which  Dr. 
Morton  has  labored,  of  the  pecuniary  losses  which  have  resulted  to  him  in 
consequence  of  the  discovery.  It  has  been  stated  in  broad  terms  that  they 
were  heavy,  but  the  figures  of  the  sums  themselves  can  alone  furnish  a  proper 
realization  of  how  large  these  were : 

William  T.  G.  Morton  in  account  loith  his  discovery,  from  October,  1846,  to 

1863.  Dr, 

1847  :  Translating  and  publishing  several  editions  of  report  of  Ameri- 
can cases  and  other  documents  for  use  abroad,  with  expenses 
of  their  transmission,  with  ether  and  apparatus,  together  with 
postage,  freight  duties,  and  cost  of  foreign  correspondence . .  82,  860 
Various  professional  and  scientific  men,  for  services  rendered 
in  promulgating  discovery,  collecting  cases,  demonstrating 
value  where  opposition  existed,  together  with  their  travel- 
ling expenses* 3, 162 

Various  literary  gentlemen,  for  procuring  favorable  opinions  of 
the  press,  preparation  of  replies,  and  other  papers,  with  sal- 
ary of  private  secretary 2, 100 

Printing  and  publishing  of  papers  and  pamphlets  during  intro- 
duction of  discovery,  newspaper  articles,  circulars,  &c.,  &c.        4,  326 

Ether  distributed  among  professional  ment 2,  640 

Apparatus  distributed  among  professional  men| 3,  060 

Apparatus  remaining  unsold 2,  000 

Deficiency  in  patent  account§ 2,  000 

Hotel  and  travelling  expenses  from  time  of  discovery  to  date, 
with  hack-hire,  telegraphing,  expressing,  &c.,  &c.,  81,000 

per  annumll 17,  520 

Printing  and  publishing,  &c.,  from  1847  to  datefl 5,  999 

For  services,  to  Messrs.  Webster,  Choate,  Carlisle,  Curtis,  Whi- 
ting, Dana,  Cornwall,  and  others,  together  with  advice  and 

other  services  rendered 12,  550 

Expenses  for  testimony  in  perpetuum  at  Boston,  Hartford,  and 
other  cities,  including  examination  of  witnesses,  drawal  of 
papers,  travelling  expenses,  &c 4,  870 

o  These  were  usually  young  physiciane,  who,  whenever  a  fatal  case  or  non-success  was 
reported,  as  was  conHtantly  being  done  during  the  days  of  opposition,  were  instructed  in 
tbe  method  of  administration,  and  sent  by  Doctor  Morton  to  counteract  the  feeling.  Visits 
-were  paid  by  them  to  New  York,  Philadelphia,  Montreal,  and  even  some  of  the  cities  of  the 
far  west 

t  This  will  not  seem  so  surprising  when  it  is  recollected  that  at  the  time  Doctor  Morton 
made  his  discovery,  the  article  called  pure  washed  sulphuric  ether  was  scarcely  found 
outride  of  a  chemift's  laboratory.  As  there  was  no  call,  and  but  seldom  any  use  for  it,  few 
druggists  kept  it  in  their  stores.  During  the  first  year  after  the  discovery,  it  was  prepared 
expressly  for  Doctor  Morton,  and  this,  with  the  strong  bottles  manufactured  for  its  safe 
transmission,  cost  nearly  one  dollar  per  pouttd. 

(The  Inhaling  instruments,  at  first,  cost  about  $25  apiece;  but  by  gradual  alteration, 
and  by  making  large  contracts,  the  price  was  afterward  reduced  to  $7  or  $8. 

§  As  a  few  licenses  were  sold  to  memljers  of  the  dental  profession,  where  a  patent  is  not 
the  subject  of  comment,  Doctor  Morton's  patent  agent  kept  an  account  of  expenses  and  tbe 
receipts.     This  item  shows  the  result. 

11  L^rife  as  this  sum  is,  it  by  no  means  includes  all  the  expenses  Those  who  have  en- 
deavored to  push  a  claim  before  Congress,  or  have  lived  winter  after  winter  at  Washington, 
can  fully  appreciate  why  it  should  be  even  much  more. 

^  Items  not  classified. 
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Recording  of  testimony  in  Boston S169 

Cost  of  manufacture  of  nitrous  oxide  gas  for  experiment  at 

Washington* 50 

Expense  for  testimony  of  medical  and  surgical,  literary,  scien- 
tific, and  other  gentlemen,  also  assistants  to  aid  in  collecting 
the  same,  stationery,  copying,  printing,  binding,  postage, 
and  distributing  the  same  to  still  further  refute  opponents, 
overcome  opposition,  expense  of  the  suit  suggested  by  the  j 

President  of  the  United  States  as  a  prerequisite  to  paying 

Doctor  Morton 10, 2.5o 

Interest 42, 000 

Sacrifice  of  income  17  years,  proved  to  be  worth  $10,  000  per 
annum,  but  put  down  in  this  account  at  only  one-half  that 
sumt 85, 000 

Total 200, 561 


Joseph  Burnett,  esq.,  a  chemist  of  Boston,  testifies  as  follows  : 

"  Interrogatory  8.  What  had  been  the  state  of  his  business  up  to  that  time! 

What  effect  had  these  labors  of  his  upon  it  ] 

"Answer.  It  had  been  at  times  very  flourishing,  and  was,  I  think,  a  growing 

business.     These  labors  of  his  injured  his  business  of  course.     He  neglected  it, 

and  it  fell  off." 

In  this  condition  of  things,  the  petitioner,  on  the  23d  of  February,  1849,  filed 
his  petition  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  asking  compensation  for  his  ser- 
vices to  his  country  in  the  discovery  and  the  surrender  to  the  public  use  the 
most  important  medicinal  agent.  The  matter  was  fully  and  careftilly  investigatei 
and  the  committee,  after  a  most  carefid  consideration  of  the  matter,  expressed 
the  opinion  that  the  said  petitioner  was  the  true  discoverer,  but  referred  the  ques- 
tion of  compensation  to  the  House,  and  nothing  more  was  done  about  it. 

In  the  year  1852  he  again  petitioned,  and  after  a  very  thorough  examination, 
a  select  conmiittee  of  the  House  agreed  to  and  drew  up  a  report  in  his  favor, 
which  was  not  actually  presented  to  the  House  for  want  of  time,  but  was  cerd- 
fied  to  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  The  report  so  prepared 
considered  the  evidence  as  to  each  and  all  the  claimants,  and  concluded  in  favor  of 
the  claim  of  Dr.  Morton.  They  prepared  a  bill  for  his  relief,  but  the  busine^  of 
the  House  rendered  it  impossible  to  present  it.  In  their  prepared  report  the  select 
committee  say :  "  The  committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Mili- 
tary and  Naval  Committees  of  the  Senate  ftiUy  concur  in  the  recommendatioD.'* 

®  This  was  for  the  trial  demanded  by  Doctor  Morton  to  disprove  to  the  satiefiAction  of 
the  congreRsional  committee  the  claim  of  Horace  Wells,  by  showing  the  inert  character  oi 
the  agent  for  the  purposes  of  ansesthesis. 

t  This  sum  is  probably  much  below  the  ti  uth  1  he  gross  receipts  of  I>octor  Morton,  from  hk 
business,  have  been  shown  in  a  previous  chapter.  On  the  1st  of  May,  1847,  (that  is,  bat» 
few  weeks  before  his  business  was  ruined  by  the  causes  before  stated,)  an  agreement  wu 
made  with  Messrs.  Blaisdell  &  Hayden,  by  which  they  were  bound  to  pay  Doctor  Morton 
60  per  cent,  on  all  the  gross  receipts  from  the  business  then  on  hand  and  to  come,  be  to  be 
at  no  expense  for  rent,  materials,  tools,  &c.  One  item  of  the  business,  then  under  w«y, 
and  mentioned  in  the  agreement,  was  twenty  full  sets  of  teeth,  valued  at  about  $4,000. 
The  books  of  Doctor  Morton  were  examined  for  three  succeswve  year^  previous  to  his  dis- 
covery, and  the  net  profits  were  found  to  be  tf'u  thousand  per  annum.  Doctor  Williim 
Leavitt,  who  kept  Doctor  Morton's  books  several  years,  says  he  always  understood  his  prac- 
tice was  worth  about  ten  thousand  dollars  ficr  yenr  Only  one  half  of  the  stated  amooot 
of  income  is  estimated  in  the  above  account ;  this  lor  seventeen  years  would  amount  to 
$85,000,  the  item  in  the  account. 
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The  chairman  of  the  select  committee,  finding  it  impossible  to  get  the  bill  up 
in  the  House,  and  feeling  the  great  wrong  of  withholding  remuneration  from  one 
who  had  done  so  much  for  the  public  service,  addressed  a  letter  to  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Naval  Aflfairs  of  the  House  of  Represeatatives,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  urge  upon  his  consideration  the  practicability  and  propriety  of  at- 
taching the  bill  so  by  him  prepared  to  the  military  and  navy  appropriation  bill  for 
the  then  ensuing  year.  The  chairman  of  that  committee  addressed  a  letter  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the  War,  and  Navy  Departments,  from  whom  he 
received  replies,  stating  their  opinion  of  the  vast  value  of  the  boon  conferred 
upon  his  country  by  Dr.  Morton,  accompanied  by  a  report  from  the  chief  of  the 
Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery  of  the  navy.  The  matter  was  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Military  and  Naval  Committees  of  the  Senate,  and  each, 
by  resolution,  recommended  an  amendment  to  the  army  appropriation  bill  in 
following  words  : 

"  To  enable  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  procure  the  surrender  of 
the  patent  issued  to  Wm.  T.  G.  Morton,  on  the  12th  day  of  November,  1846, 
for  his  discovery  of  the  anaesthetic  properties  of  sulphuric  ether,  one  hundred 
thousand  dollars.*' 

Which  resolution  was  moved  in  the  Senate  by  Dr.  Borland,  but  being  out  of 
the  usual  course  of  business,  was  lost,  leaving  the  matter  again  at  large,  the 
claim,  however,  supported  by  the  opinion  of  the  Military  and  Naval  Committees 
of  the  Senate. 

Early  in  the  second  session  of  the  32d  Congress,  1852,  the  subject  was 
brought  before  the  Senate  on  the  memorial  of  Dr.  Morton,  and  later  in  the  ses- 
sion upon  petition  of  the  members  of  the  Massachusetts  Medical  Society,  on 
which,  as  on  former  occasions,  counter  claims  were  presented.  The  chairman 
of  the  committee  having  examined  the  case,  very  fully  expressed  a  reasoned 
opinion  in  favor  of  the  claim  of  Dr.  Morton  ;  but  the  accumulated  evidence  then 
amounted  to  over  1,000  pages,  and  as  there  was  not  time  to  discuss  and  settle 
the  question  fully  in  the  two  houses,  it  was  determined,  at  the  suggestion  of 
the  petitioner,  that  an  appropriation  should  be  made  for  the  benefit  of  the  dis- 
C50verer,  the  title  to  discovery  to  be  settled  in  a  court  of  justice.  This  was 
recommended  to  be  introduced  as  an  amendment  to  the  army  appropriation  bill. 
This  passed  the  Senate,  but  was  lost  in  the  House.  This  bill  passed  the  Senate 
again  in  1854,  but  with  no  better  success  in  the  House. 

It  seeming  impossible,  from  causes  wholly  irrespective  of  the  question  of  right, 
to  obtain  relief  by  the  action  of  Congress,  and  being  encouraged  by  the  favor- 
able reports  from  committees  to  whom  the  claim  was  referred,  and  the 
favorable  notice  of  executive  and  military  officers,  he  determined  to  apply  at 
once  to  the  President,  believing  it  to  be  quite  within  his  power,  as  commander- 
in-chief  of  the  army  and  navy,  to  give  an  order  that  would  compel  the  compen- 
sation which  right  and  justice  demanded.  He,  accordingly,  on  the  15th  day  of 
June,  1854,  addressed  the  following  petition  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States : 

*'  To  his  excellency  the  President  of  the  United  States^  and  the  Hon,  the 
Secretary  of  War,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States: 

"The  undersigned,  William  T.  G.  Morton,  M. D., respectfully  represents  and 
makes  known,  that  he,  the  undersigned,  is  the  original  and  fitst  discoverer  of 
practical  anaesthesia,  and  that  he  holds  the  letters  patent  of  the  United  States 
for  said  discovery,  and  for  certain  means  of  applying  the  same;  which  said 
letters  patent  bear  date  the  twelfth  day  of  November,  in  the  year  1846,  and  do 
grant  to  the  undersigned  and  his  assigns,  for  the  term  of  fourteen  years  from 
the  date  thereof,  the  exclusive  right  and  liberty  of  using,  and  vending  to  others 
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to  be  used,  the  said  discovery  of  practical  anaesthesia;  to  which  said  letters 
patent,  of  record  in  the  United  States  Patent  Office,  he  respectfally  refers. 

"  The  undersigned,  from  motives  which  must  be  apparent  from  the  nature  of 
the  subject,  and  relying  upon  the  justice  and  magnanimity,  first,  of  his  own 
government,  and  then  of  all  other  civilized  governments,  has  not  hitherto 
exercised  his  legal  rights  by  suits  at  law  for  damages,  or  injunctions  to  prevent 
the  use  of  a  discovery  which  has  happily  proved  so  beneficent  to  humanity. 
Nor  would  he  now  take  any  step  by  way  of  departure  from  his  previous  course, 
but  that  his  forbearance  is  sought  to  be  turned  to  his  disadvantage,  and  objection 
is  made  to  granting  compensation  by  an  act  of  Congress,  on  the  ground  that  he 
ought  to  enforce  his  right  under  his  patent  against  the  officers  of  the  United  , 
States  using  his  discovery  in  the  military,  naval,  and  marine  service,  and  against  I 
all  persons  violating  the  same. 

"These  considerations  have  determined  the  undersigned  to  adopt  this  course. 
He  therefore,  with  great  reluctance,  respectfully  asks  that  the  encouragement 
given  to  private  individuals  to  violate  his  patent,  through  the  non-observance 
thereof  by  the  government  itself,  may  be  no  longer  continued,  and  that  the  honor- 
able Secretaries  will  either  purchase  the  right  to  use  said  discovery  in  the  respec- 
tive branches  of  the  public  service,  or  that  they  will  immediately  issue  the  neces- 
sary orders  to  the  medical  officers  and  others  under  their  official  control  to 
desist  from  further  infringing  his  patent  right  in  the  premises. 

"  WM.  T.  G.  MORTON,  M.  D. 

"Washington,  June  15,  1854." 

This  petition  was  accompanied  with  the  recommendation  of  a  majority  of 
the  two  houses  of  Congress,  and  with  favorable  reports  from  the  medical 
bureaus  of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments,  which  your  committee  here  subjoin: 

"The  undersigned,  members  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives, 
concur  in  recommending  that  the  right  to  use  Dr.  Morton's  discovery,  commonlj 
called  *  practical  anaesthesia,'  be  purchased  for  the  public  service,  or  that  the 
use  thereof  be  discontinued,  because  the  government  is  manifestly  bound  by 
its  own  patent,  duly  issued,  to  respect  the  said  discovery  as  private  property, 
and  because  'private  property'  ought  not  to  be  *  taken  for  public  use  witkaui 
just  compensation,*  '*  * 

This  was  followed,  as  will  be  seen,  by  one  hundred  and  fifty  signatures.  Of 
these,  Mr.  Mallory,  Mr.  Seward,  and  Mr.  Weller  signed  imder  the  following 
qualification :  "I  respectfully  suggest  that  the  patentee  of  the  ansesthetic 
agent,  known  as  Dr.  Morton's  discovery,  should  receive  from  the  United  States 
a  liberal  compensation  for  their  past  and  future  use  of  it." 

United  States  senators. — James  C.  Jones,  John  Bell,  Tennessee.  George 
W.  Jones,  Iowa.  Ben.  Fitzpatrick,  C.  C.  Clay,  jr.,  Alabama.  A.  G.  Brown, 
S.  Adams,  Mississippi.  James  Shields,  J.  D.  Bright,  Illinois.  J.  P.  Walker, 
Henry  Dodge,  Wisconsin.  J.  B.  Thompson,  Kentucky.  Charles  T.  Jame^ 
,  Philip  Allen,  Rhode  Island.  J.  W.  Williams,  H.  Hamlin,  Maine.  Charles 
Sumner,  Julius  Rockwell,  Massachusetts.  James  Cooper,  Pennsylvania.  John 
B.  Weller,  W.  M.  Gwin,  California.  J.  M.  Clayton,  Delaware.  W.  K.  Se- 
bastian, R.  W.  Johnson,  Arkansas.  Sam  Houston,  Texas.  Wm.  H.  Seward, 
New  York.  Arch.  Dixon,  Kentucky.  J.  P.  Benjamin,  Louisiana.  B.  F. 
Wade,  S.  P.  Chase,  Ohio.     S.  R.  Mallory,  A.  C.  Dodge,  Florida. 

Representatives  to  Congress. — Samuel  P.'  Benson,  Samuel  Mayall,  E.  W. 
Farley.  I.  Washburn,  jr.,  T.  J.  D.  Fuller,  Maine.     Samuel  H.  Walley,  Alex. 

o  Constitution  United  States,  Amendment,  Article  V. 
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De  Witt,  Charles  W.  Upham,  Thomas  D.  Eliot,  J.  Z.  Goodrich,  N.  P.  Banks, 
jr.,  Edward  Dickinson,  J.  Wiley  Edmands,  Samuel  L.  Crocker,  Massachusetts. 
Alvah  Sabin,  Vermont.  B.  B.  Thurston,  Thos.  Davis,  Rhode  Island.  Thos. 
W.  Cumming,  T.  R.  Westbrook,  John  Wheeler,  Gerrit  Smith,  Peter  Rowe, 
William  M.  Tweed,  Charles  Hughes,  G.  Dean,  Jared  V.  Peck,  R.  W.  Peckham, 
Bishop  Perkins,  Henry  Bennett,  George  Hastings,  A.  Oliver,  New  York.     A. 

C.  M.  Pennington,  George  Vail,  New  Jersey.  Roland  Jones,  Louisiana. 
Hendrick  B.  Wright,  Thomas  B.  Florence,  W.  H.  Witte,  Asa  Packer,  Ner 
Middleswarth,  John  Robbins,  jr.,  William  Everhart,  Joseph  R.  Chandler,  J. 
Glancy  Jones,  C.  M.  Straub,  C.  B.  Curtis,  Thomas  M.  Howe,  Pennsylvania. 
Jacob  Shower,  Maryland.  G.  R.  Riddle,  Delaware.  H.  H.  Johnson,  Thomas 
Richey,  Lewis  D.  Campbell,  W.  R.  Sapp,  J.  R.  Giddings,  Ed.  Wade,  M.  H. 
Nichols,  J.  S.  Harrison,  J.  L.  Taylor,  A.  Harlan,  Ohio.  W.  A.  Richardson, 
James  Knox,  E.  B.  Washbume,  J.  O.  Norton,  John  Wentworth,  Richard 
Yates,  J.  C.  Allen,  Willis  Allen,  Illinois.  H.  L.  Stephens,  Michigan.  Sion 
H.  Rogers,  W.  S.  Ashe,  R.  C.  Puryear,  John  Kerr,  H.  M.  Shaw,  North  Caro- 
lina.    James  L.  Orr,  P.  S.  Brooks,  W.  W.  Boyce,  L.  M.  Keitt,  South  Carolina. 

D.  A.  Reese,  Georgia.  James  Abercrombie,  W.  R.  Smith,  J.  F.  Dowdell, 
P.  Phillips,  Alabama.  A.  E.  Maxwell,  Florida.  William  Barksdale,  William 
S.  Barry,  D.  B.  Wright,  W.  P.  Harris,  0.  R.  Singleton,  Mississippi.  Samuel 
Caruthers,  M.  Oliver,  John  G.  Miller,  James  J.  Lindsley,  A.  W.  Lamb, 
Missouri.  A.  B.  Greenwood,  Arkansas.  F.  K.  ZoUicoffer,  William  Cullom, 
Em.  Etheridge,  R.  M.  Bugg,  Fred.  P.  Stanton,  N.  G.  Taylor,  Wm.  M.  Church- 
well,  Tennessee.  John  C.  Breckinridge,  William  Preston,  L.  M.  Cox,  R.  H. 
Stanton,  John  M.  Elliot,  James  S.  Chrisman,  C.  S.  Hill,  Kentucky.  D.  Stuart, 
Michigan.  Ben.  C.  Eastman,  John  B.  Macy,  Daniel  Wells,  jr.,  Wisconsin. 
Daniel  Mace,  Indiana.  Bemhart  Henn,  J.  P.  Cook,  Iowa.  P.  H.  Bell,  Texas. 
J.  A.  McDougall,  M.  S.  Latham,  T.  S.  Russell,  California. 

"Navy  Department,  July  25,  1854. 
**SlR:  The  printed  documents,  &c.,  having  relation  to  anaesthetic  agents, 
which  were  left  by  you  at  the  department,  were  referred  to  Surgeon  Whelan, 
chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery,  who  has  returned  them  with  a 
letter  containing  some  general  expressions  of  the  value  and  importance  of  such 
agents  in  medicine  and  surgery,  a  copy  of  which  you  will  find  enclosed,  together 
with  the  printed  papers  referred  to. 

"  1  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"J.  C.  DOBBIN. 
"  W.  T.  G.  Morton,  M.  D., 

'' National  Hotel,  Washingtm,  D.  C." 

"Navy  Department, 
*^  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery,  July  24,  1854. 

"Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  communication. of 
the  21st  instant,  covering  sundry  printed  documents  on  the  subject  of  ansesthetic 
agents,  submitted  to  the  Navy  Department  by  Dr.  Morton,  in  which  *my  views 
touching  the  subject-matter  presented'  are  requested. 

"Without  desiring  to  involve  myself  in  the  controverted  point  of  the  discovery 
of  ansesthetic  agents,  the  objects  of  the  department  in  its  reference  of  the  sub- 
ject to  this  bureau  may  possibly  be  subserved  by  some  general  expression  of 
their  value  and  importance,  and  the  almost  universal  employment  of  these  agents 
under  diflferent  names,  but  nearly  identical  in  effect  and  mode  of  administration, 
in  a  vast  proportion  of  grave  injuries  and  painftil  diseases. 

"  So  general  is  the  use  of  anaesthetic  agents,  such  is  the  confidence  of  the  pro- 
fession in  the  uniformity  and  safety  of  their  effects,  that  medicine  and  surgery 
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would  be  divested  of  one  of  their  ablest  allies  if  any  circumfitancc  should  arise 
to  deprive  them  of  the  employment  of  a  class  of  pain-destroying  agents  whose 
popularity  and  appreciation  keep  pace  with  their  diffusion.  I  regard  the  di^ 
covery  of  anaesthesia  as  one  of  more  importance  in  many  senses  than  any  of 
those  triumphs  of  genius  which  have  conferred  immortality  and  fortune  on  their 
authors  ;  for  it  alone  interests  every  condition  and  calling  of  humanity,  and  is  85 
widespread  in  its  application  as  the  primal  cause  of  pain,  which  it  so  effectually 
destroys. 

"  I  believe  there  is  scarce  an  intelligent  physician  or  surgeon  in  either  hemi- 
sphere who  has  not  had  occasion  to  use  these  agents,  and  whose  judgment  does 
not  indorse  their  value. 

"Sulphuric  ether  was. adopted  in  the  navy  soon  after  the  discovery  of  its 
peculiar  properties ;  it  still  continues  to  be  largely  used,  and  for  some  years  has 
formed  an  item  in  the  'allowance  table  of  medicines.' 

"In  one  of  the  documents  accompanying  your  communication,  a  report  by  a 
select  committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  (first  session,  thirty-second 
Congress,  pages  86  and  98,)  will  be  foimd  two  communications  from  the  then 
chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery,  which  so  fully  embody  my  own 
opinions  of  the  value  and  importance  of  anaesthetic  agents  that  I  respectfiilly 
invite  your  attention  to  them.  In  the  same  document  (pages  102,  et  seq.)  are 
recorded  the  commendatory  opinions  of  numerous  medical  officers  of  the  navy 

"The  character  of  anaesthetic  agents  seems  now  to  be  settled  beyond  dispute; 
their  great  importance  in  medicine  and  surgery  is  recognized  by  a  unanimity  of 
opinion  rare,  indeed,  in  medical  matters ;  for  throughout  the  profession  anaesthesia 
is  not  inaptly  hailed  as  one  of  the  greatest  boons  conferred  by  science  on  suflfer- 
ing  humanity. 

"  To  estimate  the  pecuniary  value  of  such  a  discovery,  if  I  am  called  upon  to 
do  so,  is  not  so  easy  a  matter.  If  the  action  of  the  British  Parliament  in  the 
case  of  Jenner— one  of  closest  analogy — be  received  as  a  standard  of  judgment, 
the  sum  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars,  the  amount  named  on  several  occa- 
sions by  Congress,  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  beyond  the  worth  of  this  only 
panacea  for  most  of  the  ills  that  flesh  is  heir  to. 

"  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"W.  WHELAN. 

"  Hon.  J.  C.  Dobbin,  ' 

"  Secretary  of  the  Navy^ 

At  the  same  time  that  the  reference  was  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  the  medical  bureau,  the  communication  which  had  been  handea  the  Secretary 
of  War  was  referred  by  him  to  the  medical  bureau  of  the  army,  as  is  shown  by 
the  following  reply : 

"Surgeon  General's  Office,  July  17,  1854. 

"  Sir  :  A  communication  addressed  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  and 
to  the  Secretaries  of  War,  of  the  Navy,  and  of  the  Treasury,  by  William  T.  G. 
Morton,  M.  D.,  in  which  the  writer,  after  representing  that  he  holds  letters  patent 
of  the  United  States  for  the  discovery  of  *  practical  anaesthesia,*  requests  that 
the  right  to  use  that  discovery  in  the  public  eervice  be  purchased,  or  that  orders 
be  issued  to  the  medical  and  other  officers  under  government  control  to  desist 
from  further  infringing  his  patent  right,  having  been  referred  to  me  for  a  report, 
I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  following  remarks : 

"  The  great  importance  and  value  of  practical  anaesthesia  has  been  recognized 
and  admitted  by  physicians  and  surgeons  throughout  the  civilized  world.  For 
my  own  views  on  this  point,  and  for  evidence  that  washed  sulphuric  ether  and 
other  anaesthetic  agents  are  regularly  supplied  to  and  used  by  the  medical  officers 
of  the  army,  you  are  respectfully  referred  to  the  enclosed  copy  of  a  conmiunica- 
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on,  addressed  by  me  to  Dr.  Morton,  on  the  Ist  of  March  1852,  and  your  atten- 
on  is  also  invited  to  the  printed  copies  of  communications  from  the  late  chief 
f  the  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery  in  the  navy,  and  other  physicians  and 
urgeons  of  distinction  which  are  to  be  found  in  one  of  the  pamphlets  accompany- 
ig  the  present  memorial  of  Dr.  Morton. 

"  Confining  my  remarks  more  particularly  to  the  special  subject  now  presented 
y  Dr.  Morton,  I  have  to  state  that  if  it  should  satisfactorily  appear  to  those 
aving  the  ability  and  the  authority  to  decide  that  the  letters  patent  held  by 
)r.  Morton  do  really  cover  the  exclusive  right  of  using,  and  selling  to  others  to 
e  used,  those  anaesthetic  agents  which  have  been  successfully  introduced  into 
be  practice  of  medicine  and  surgery  for  anaesthetic  purposes,  it  would  seem 
bat  the  government  of  the  United  States  is  bound,  in  virtue  of  a  provision  in 
be  Constitution  to  that  effect,  as  well  as  in  justice,  to  pay  Dr.  Morton  for  the 
se  of  his  property  heretofore,  and  either  to  desist  from  the  further  employment 
f  those  articles  in  the  public  service  for  anaesthetic  purposes  or  to  acquire  the 
3gal  right  to  their  use  by  purchase. 

"  It  appears,  on  examination  of  a  paper  appended  to  Dr.  Morton's  communica- 
ion,  that  32  senators  and  118  members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  *con- 
ur  in  recommending  that  the  right  to  use  Dr.  Morton's  discovery,  commonly 
ailed  "  practical  amesthesia,"  be  purchased  for  the  public  service,  or  that  the 
se  thereof  be  discontinued,  because  the  government  is  manifestly  bound  by  its 
wn  patent,  duly  issued,  to  respect  the  said  discovery  as  private  property,  and 
ecause  "  private  property"  ought  not  to  be  "  taken  for  public  use  without  just 
ompensation." ' 

"  Presuminff  that  the  army,  navy,  and  commercial  marine  of  the  United  States 
rill  not  be  debarred  from  all  participation  in  the  benefits  arising  from  a  discov- 
ry  which  has  been  pronounced,  and  in  reality  is,  *  one  of  the  greatest  boons  ever 
iven  to  suffering  man,'  it  may  be  proper,  though  I  am  not  specially  instructed  so 
>  do,  to  fiimish  some  data  upon  which  an  estimate  of  the  amount  which,  in  my 
pinion,  the  patentee  may  reasonably  demand  from  the  government  for  the  past 
nd  future  use  of  anaesthetic  agents  in  the  army,  navy,  marine  corps,  and  marine 
Lospitals  of  the  United  States. 

**  The  British  Parliament  bestowed  upon  Dr.  Jenner,  the  discoverer  of  vac- 
ination  (to  which  the  discovery  of  practical  ansesthesi^,  may  properly  be  com- 
ared)  the  sum  of  thirty  thousand  pounds.  The  select  committee  of  Congress, 
rho  have  had  this  subject  under  consideration,  hav£  recommended  that  the  sum 
f  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  be  appropriated  to  Dr.  Morton  for  the  privilege 
f  using  the  discovery. 

**  In  both  of  those  instances  it  was  intended,  I  believe,  by  the  governments, 
Bspectively,  to  give  benefits  of  the  discovery  to  the  world. 

**  Without,  then,  going  into  a  calculation  of  the  amount  of  compensation  to  be 
imished  from  each  branch  of  the  public  service,  it  is  respectfully  suggested 
that  the  sum  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars,  as  proposed  by  the  select  com- 
littee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  also  by  the  Military  and  Naval  Com- 
littees  of  the  Senate,  be  awarded  to  the  patentee  for  all  his  right  in  the  premises, 
nd  that  the  benefits  of  the  discovery  be  given  to  the  world  at  large. 

"  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

•*  THOMAS  LAWSON, 

"  Surgeon  General 

"  Hon.  Jefferson  Davis, 

"  Secretary  of  War.** 

The  President  at  first  seemed  favorably  impressed,  and  promised  to  forbid  the 
se  of  the  ether  or  pay  the  proposed  sum,  but  afterwards  declined  to  do  it  until 
be  judgment  of  a  judicial  tribunal  should  determine  the  right.  The  petitioner, 
herefore,  on  his  suggestion,  brought  suit  against  one  of  the  United  Statea  o^<5«c^ 
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who  had  used  this  discovery  in  the  marine  hospital,  and  after  two  years  and 
expending  a  gQod  deal  of  money,  received  a  judgment  against  him. 

On  the  rendition  of  this  judgment  a  new  administration  was  in  power.  The 
record  of  the  trial  and  judgment  waa  taken  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
inasmuch  as  the  marine  hospitals  were  under  that  executive  department,  but  tlak 
gentleman  (now  a  member  of  the  confederate  government)  stated  that  before 
settling  he  wished  Dr.  Morton  to  test  his  claim  by  bringing  further  suits,  and 
did  nothing  whatever. 

This  transaction  appears  by  the  accompanying  statement  of  a  conversation 
with  the  President,  which  took  place  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Barksdale,  of  Mis- 
sissippi, and  published  as  early  as  1858,  and  a  letter  of  the  honorable  William 
H.  Witte,  member  of  Congress,  addressed  to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
detailing  his  conversation  with  him  on  the  subject : 

On  emerging  from  his  sick-room,  in  the  early  part  of  May,  1855,  in  corapanj 
with  Mr.  Barksdale,  of  Mississippi,  through  whose  agency  it  had  been  arrang^, 
Dr.  Morton  held  an  audience  with  the  President,  and  then,  for  the  first  timf, 
learned  the  result  of  this  two  years  of  **  circumlocution."  Before  paying  any  <um 
for  the  patent,  the  government  wished  a  legal  decision  on  the  case  ;  it  had  de- 
cided that  a  judgment  should  be  procured  against  it,  so  that  it  should  be  com- 
pelled to  make  restitution.  In  reply  to  the  President,  who  asked  why  a  suit  had 
not  been  before  brought,  Dr.  Morton  replied,  that  ovnng  to  the  peculiar  nature  4 
his  discover yy  he  had  never  wished  to  take  legal  steps  for  redress  ;  that  he  hoi 
all  along  been  led  to  suppose  that  the  government  toould  in  the  end  tict  honestly, 
and,  for  the  good  of  humanity,  do,  of  its  own  free  will,  an  act  of  justice,  to  which 
it  was  repugnant  to  human  nature  to  compel  it.  To  this  the  President  replied 
that  no  feeling  of  that  kind  need  deter  him ;  that  the  prosecution  was  to  be  for 
its  use  in  the  public  service,  and  a  mere  form,  as  the  decision  of  the  court  would 
give  them  authority  for  immediate  action.  He  then  proposed  that  a  suit  should 
be  commenced  against  some  surgeon  of  the  government  service  who  had  at  some 
period  used  the  discovery ;  that  the  suit,  when  brought,  should  be  considered 
as  brought  against  the  government  and  not  against  the  surgeon,  and  that  the 
government  should  shoulder  all  the  responsibility.  He  closed  by  saying,  that 
when  it  was  decided  that  the  goveniment  was  violating  Dr.  Morton's  patent  the 
government  would  pay^nd  that  Dr.  Morton  might  take  his  choice  as  to  the  tri- 
bunal before  which  to  have  the  case  tried. 

"  Sir  :  The  honorable  the  Attorney  General  has  this  morning  informed  me 
that  the  government  declines  acting  at  this  time  in  the  case  of  Dr.  Morton,  as- 
signing as  a  reason  that  the  patent  covers  too  much,  and  also  that  the  Secretarr 
of  War  does  not  favorably  construe  the  scientific  question  involved — in  fact  and 
effect  denying  the  validity  of  the  patent. 

"  As  an  answer  to  the  first  point  it  is  only  necessary  to  repeat  the  clear  and 
unequivocal  assurance  made  to  me  on  more  than  one  occasion  by  your  excel- 
lency that  the  binding  force  and  validity  of  the  patent  should  not  be  disturbed, 
should  not  be  adjudicated  by  the  executive  ministerial  authority  of  the  goveni- 
raent,  but  that  it  should  be  construed  by  the  import  obviously  expressed  by  \U 
face,  and  that  Dr.  Morton  should  be  dealt  with  in  the  premises  accordiDO"  t^ 
that  spirit  of  partiality  and  rigid  justice  which  it  becomes  the  power  of  a  preat 
government  to  extend  toward  one  of  its  own  citizens. 

"  In  reply  to  the  objection,  now  for  the  first  time  presented  by  the  Secretary 
of  War,  I  beg  leave  to  refer  to  his  own  report  made  to  your  excellency,  in  which, 
after  discussing  the  scientific  view  of  the  case,  he  concludes  with  the  clear  ei- 
pression  of  his  opinion  that  Dr.  Morton  is  the  person  to  whom  compensation 
ought  to  be  made,  and  that  the  only  point  left  undecided  by  him  is  the  method 
in  which,  and  the  extent  to  which,  payment  ought  to  be  made. 

"  With  this  report  you  expressed  yourself  so  well  satisfied  that  upon  one  oc- 
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casion  you,  with  pen  in  hand,  did  me  the  honor  to  counsel  with  me  how  the 
order  to  the  departments  not  to  use  the  agent  (until  settlement  had  heen  made) 
ought  to  be  issued  so  as  to  best  serve  the  interests  of  Dr.  Morton,  and  thereby 
promote  the  equity  of  his  claim. 

"  You  were  also  on  that  occasion  kind  enough  to  desire  me  to  say  to  Dr.  Mor- 
ton that  it  would  be  better  that  he  should  not  remain  in  Washington,  but  go 
home  and  rest  contented  with  your  assurance  that  the  matter  should  be  satisfac- 
torily adjusted,  and  that  you  preferred  to  close  the  business  with  me  rather  than 
-with  a  lawyer,  at  the  same  time  giving  him  the  advice  not  to  spend  his  money  in 
feeing  lawyers,  as  there  was  no  necessity,  there  being  nothing  in  it  which  you 
and  I  could  not  settle. 

"  It  was  in  this  aspect  of  the  case,  relying  upon  your  declaration  and  absolute 
promise,  that  I  was  induced  to  render  to  Dr.  Morton  pecuniary  assistance  which 
the  necessities  of  his  situation  imperatively  required,  never  dreaming  that  you 
would  fail  to  do  yourself,  or  to  permit  others  to  renise  doing,  an  act  the  justice  and 
necessity  of  which  you  had  more  than  once  clearly  admitted. 

"  And  yet,  now,  after  the  lapse  ^i  fourteen  months  induced  to  come  here  often, 
and  always  at  the  sacrifice  of  my  interests  at  home,  I  am  told  that  there  is 
nothing  in  the  case ;  that  the  government  refuses  to  acknowledge  the  slightest 
equity  in  thee  laim ;  but,  shielding  itself  behind  legal  quibbles  and  scientific  tech- 
nicalities, coolly  and  complacently  pronounces  its  former  assurances  and  promises 
of  compensation  and  justice  as  nothing — as  nothing,  because  it  refuses  now  to  do 
what  it  repeatedly  declared  should  be  done. 

"  Well,  sir,  we  must  make  submission,  and  we  do  submit  in  that  feeling  which 
injured  helplessness  makes  to  wrong  and  power. 

"  In  conclusion,  sir,  permit  me  to  express  the  regret  that  you  did  not  in  your 
intercourse  with  me  upon  the  subject,  deal  with  me  in  such  a  manner  as  to  pre- 
vent me  from  involving  myself  (relying  upon  your  assurances)  largely  to  my 
pecuniary  disadvantage,  as  well  as  to  my  personal  mortification. 
"  I  have  the  honor  to  be  yom:  obedient  servant, 

"  WM.  H.  WITTE." 

Thus  far  the  efforts  of  the  petitioner  to  obtain  compensation  for  his  labor, 
mental  and  corporeal,  his  services,  his  pecuniary  expej^ditures  in  giving  to  his 
country  the  inestimable  boon  of  his  discovery,  were  attended  with  anxiety,  dis- 
appointment, and  loss.  But  he  at  last  met  with  sympathy  to  cheer  him  and 
generosity  to  aid  him  in  his  hitherto  disheartening  progress.  It  came  from  the 
medical  profession  of  the  United  States  who  are,  of  all  men,  the  best  qualified 
to  judge  of  the  fact  of  the  discovery  and  of  its  value.  Their  reading  renders 
them  ^miliar  with  the  state  of  knowledge  at  any  and  all  times  on  kindred  sub- 
jects, and  every  step  in  advance  at  all  worthy  of  consideration  is  published  in 
their  periodicals,  discussed  in  their  lecture-rooms,  and  read  and  considered  by 
them  in  all  parts  of  the  civilized  world.  After  full  consideration  and  discussion, 
after  hundreds  of  thousands  of  experiments  running  through  a  period  of  many 
years,  the  profession  has  all  become  satisfied  of  the  vast  utility  of  the  discovered 
anaesthetic  agent  and  its  kindred  ethers ;  and  as  a  body,  with  some  rare  excep- 
tions, they  are  convinced  that  the  petitioner,  Dr.  Morton,  is  the  original  discov- 
erer. This  is  abundantly  shown  by  the  proceedings  of  the  faculty  of  Boston, 
New  York,  and  Philadelphia,  which  your  committee  has  before  them,  and  here- 
Dvith  annex  as  deserving  the  attention  of  the  Senate.  It  is  the  verdict  of  men, 
the  very  elite  of  their  profession,  who,  in  a  matter  that  so  deeply  concerns  it,  are 
not  likely  to  be  deceived.  Your  committee  offers  no  apology  for  presenting 
these  proceedings  in  fdll.  The  importance  of  the  subject  justifies  and  indeed 
demands  it. 
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Testimonial  to  Dr.  Wm.  T.  G.  Morton. 

Boston,  Massachusetts,  United  States  of  America,  1861. 

More  than  fourteen  years  have  elapsed  since  the  first  application  of  snlphuric 
ether  as  an  anaesthetic  agent.  During  this  period  its  use  has  been  extended  over 
the  whole  civilized  world ;  it  has  been  employed  in  private  dwellings,  hospitals, 
and  upon  the  field  of  battle,  and  has  been  hailed  as  the  most  beneficent  gift 
conferred  upon  mankind  since  the  discovery  of  vaccination.  It  has  enabled 
every  human  being  to  contemplate  pain,  disease,  and  death  'with  comparatiTe 
composure ;  and  its  loss,  were  such  a  thing  possible,  would  be  universally  re 
garded  as  a  calamity  to  our  race. 

The  anaesthetic  properties  of  ether,  if  before  known,  had  never  been  before 
practically  applied,  and  except  for  the  courage,  energy,  and  perseverance  of  Dr. 
Morton,  they  would  not  probably  have  been  applied  to  this  day.  The  peculiar 
claim  of  Dr.  Morton  is  not  merely  that  he  introduced  the  use  of  ether,  but  thai 
he  first  demonstrated  the  fact  that  the  human  system  can  be  saiely  reduced  to  t 
condition  in  which  it  becomes  unconscious  of  the  sufferings  of  disease,  the  pain 
of  surgical  operations,  and  the  pangs  of  childbirth.  The  same  purpose  has 
since  been  effected  by  chloroform  and  other  agents,  but  it  is  not  assuming  too 
much  to  say  that,  except  for  the  demonstration  of  this  great  fact  of  the  pos- 
sibility and  safety  of  anaesthesia,  their  employment  would  never  have  been 
suggested. 

But  while  all  mankind  have  been  benefited.  Dr.  Morton  has  been  a  loser,  to 
a  large  amount,  by  his  exertions,  in  a  wordly  point  of  view ;  and  in  consequence 
of  the  time  consumed,  the  expenses  incurred,  and  the  suspension  of  his  pro- 
fessional labors,  he  is  less  advantageously  situated  than  before.  This  does  not 
seem  just,  and  it  is  now  proposed  to  procure  aud  present  to  him  an  adequate 
testimonial,  not  as  a  compensation,  (for  a  full  compensation  is  in  its  nature  im- 
possible,) but  as  a  remuneration  for  his  expenditure,  and  an  expression  of  the 
deep  and  grateful  sense  entertained  by  his  fellow-creatures  of  the  inestimable 
benefit  he  has  conferred  upon  them. 

With  the  view  of  obtaining  effectual  co-operation  in  other  places,  a  meeting 
of  a  committee  of  fifty  gentlemen  was  held  at  the  house  of  Dr.  J.  Mason  War- 
ren, January  26,  1861,  and  as  a  result  of  this  meeting  the  following  organization 
has  been  adopted.  The  aid  of  the  medical  profession,  and  the  public  in  general, 
is  now  respectfully  solicited  to  assist  in  carrying  into  effect  this  laudable  pur- 
pose. It  is  proposed  that  a  public  subscription  be  instituted,  the  avails  of  which 
shall  be  paid  into  the  hands  of  Amos  A.  Lawrence  and  John  Lowell,  of  Boston, 
trustees,  to  be  held,  appropriated,  and  invested  for  the  benefit  of  Dr.  Morton 
and  his  family. 

"President. — Dr.  James  Jackson,  emeritus  professor  of  theory  and  practice  of 
medicine.  Harvard  University. 

Vice-T residents. — Dr.  Jacob  Bigelow,  president  American  Academy  of  Artf 
and  Sciences;  Dr.  George  Hay  ward,  consulting  surgeon  Massachusetts  Greneral 
Hospital ;  Dr.  S.  D.  Townsend,  surgeon  Massachusetts  General  Hospital ;  Edward 
Reynolds,  consulting  surgeon  Massachusetts  General  Hospital;  C.  C.  Felton, 
LL.D.,  President  Harvard  University;  Dr.  John  Homans,  president  Mas- 
sachusetts Medical  Society,  consulting  physician  Massachusetts  General  Hos- 
pital; Dr.  John  Jeffries,  consulting  surgeon  Massachusetts  General  Hospital; 
Jared  Sparks,  LL.D.,  Cambridge,  Massachusetts,  late  president  of  Harvard 
University;  Robert  C.  Winthrop,  LL.D.,  president  of  the  Massachusetts  His- 
torical Society. 

General  Committee. — Dr.  John  C.  Dal  ton;  Daniel  Tread  well,  formerly  Rum- 
ford  professor  in  Harvard  University ;  Dr.  Charles  G.  Putnam ;  Dr.  Daniel  D. 
Slade;  Dr.  Henry  I.  Bowditch,  physician  to  Massachusetts  General  Hospital; 
Dr.  Henry  G.  Clark,  ^XMc^eoiL  \.o  '^\aA%^Oa»&^\\&  General  Hospital ;  Dr.  Oliver 
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Wendell  Holmes,  professor  of  anatomy' and  physiology  in  Harvard  University; 
Dr.  J.  Mason  Warren,  surgeon  to  tne  Massachusetts  General  Hospital;  Dr. 
Robert  W.  Hooper,  surgeon  to  the  Massachusetts  Charitable  Eye  and  Ear 
Infirmary ;  Dr.  William  J.  Dale ;  Dr.  Henry  J.  Bigclow,  surgeon  to  Massachu- 
setts Greneral  Hospital;  Dr.  Charles  E.  Buckingham;  Dr.  George  H.  Lyman; 
Dr.  Edward  H.  Clarke,  professor  of  materia  medica  in  Harvard  University; 
Dr.  Luther  Parks,  jr. ;  Dr.  J.  Baxter  Upham. 

Executive  committee, — Dr.  John  Ware,  late  professor  of  theory  and  practice 
of  medicine  in  Harvard  University ;  Dr.  David  W.  Cheever,  Dr.  J.  N.  Borland, 
Dr.  C.  D.  Homans,  Dr.  Robert  Ware,  Dr.  James  C.  White,  Dr.  Richard  M. 
Hodges,  Dr.  Calvin  G.  Page. 

Trustees. — Amos  A.  Lawrence,  treasurer  of  Harvard  University ;  John  Lowell. 

Secretary, — Francis  Minot,  physician  to  Massachusetts  General  Hospital. 

Proceedings  in  behalf  of  the  Morton  testim^mial. 

At  a  meeting  of  medical  gentlemen,  held  at  the  house  of  Dr.  Jacob  Bigelow, 
on  the  evening  of  January  26,  1861,  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  before  the  com- 
munity the  claims  of  Dr.  W.  T.  G.  Morton  to  a  substantial  recompense  for  the 
benefit  which  he  has  conferred  on  mankind  by  the  discovery  of  the  anaesthetic 
properties  of  sulphuric  ether.  Dr.  John  Homans  was  elected  chairman,  and  Dr. 
Francis  Minot,  secretary,  and  the  following  resolutions  were  adopted : 

1.  Resolved,  That  this  meeting  view  with  great  interest  and  satisfaction  the 
movement  inaugurated  in  Boston,  New  York,  and  Philadelphia,*  in  behalf  of  the 
Morton  testimonial,  and  take  this  occasion  to  renew  their  expression  of  approval 
and  sympathy. 

2.  Resolvedf  That  the  meeting  commend  the  subscription  proposed  for  the 
testimonial  to  the  favor  and  support  of  the  American  people,  and  most  cordially 
join  in  the  commendation  bestowed  upon  it  by  institutions  and  scientific  men 
throughout  the  country. 

3.  Resolved,  That  in  view  of  the  present  condition  and  objects  to  be  attained 
by  the  testimonial,  it  is  expedient  to  make  an  immediate  effort  to  take  up  a  gen- 
eral subscription  in  this  community,  which  is  the  scene  of  Dr.  Morton's  labors 
and  expeiiments,  and  the  city  where  the  discovery  was  made,  and  the  testimo- 
nial had  its  origin. 

4.  Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  by  the  chair,  from  gentlemen  out 
of  the  profession,  to  call  on  this  community  and  solicit  donations  and  subscrip- 
tions in  behalf  of  the  testimonial,  with  power  to  make  additions  to  their  number 
and  substitutions,  and  ta  take  such  other  action  as  they  may  deem  expedient  to 
promote  this  object. 

5.  Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  medical  men  be  appointed  by  the  chair  to 
confer  with  the  committee  on  subscriptions  as  to  the  most  efficient  means  of 
accomplishing  the  end  in  view. 

6.  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  appeal  especially  to  those  who  have  been 
relieved  by  etherization  from  intense  pain,  that  they  may  have  an  opportunity 
to  contribute  according  to  their  means. 

On  motion  of  Dr.  Bowditch,  the  secretary  was  requested  to  notify  the  mem- 
bers of  both  committees  of  their  appointment,  and  to  desire  them  to  meet 
together  at  such  time  and  place  as  he  may  see  expedient,  to  carry  out  the  objects 
of  this  meeting. 

The  chair  appointed  the  following  committees  : 

Laymen, — Amos  A.  Lawrence,  17  Milk  street;  Charles  Amory,  54  City 
Exchange;  J.  IngersoU  Bowditch,  54  State  street;  John  Lowell,  42  Court 
street;  John  T.  Stetson,  8  Milk  street;  William  Appleton,  jr.,  24  Tremont 
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Btreet;  Mobcb  Williams,  jr.,  105  State  utreet;  Daniel  S.  Curtis,  4  State  8faect; 
John  Joseph  May,  corner  Broad  and  State  streets;  Martin  Brimmer,  48  Be»nm 
street;  A.  W.  Spencer,  13  Congress  street;  Samuel  Frothingham,  jr.,  59  Frank- 
lin street;  Thomas  J.  Lee.  60  State  street;  Warren  Sawyer,  7  Blackstooe 
street;  J.  D.  W.  Joy,  17  Milk  street;  Prescott  Bigelow,  1  Postoffice  aTaioe; 
Joseph  Burnett,  27  Central  street ;  John  H.  Thomdike,  29  Edinboro'  stowl; 
B.  W.  Taggard,  29  Comhill ;  Gardner  Brewer,  Federal,  comer  Franklin  street; 
Theodore Metcalf,  39  Tremont  street;  P.  W.  Chandler,  4  Court  street;  ThoraKm 
K.  Lothrop,  42  Court  street;  Charles  T.  Randall,  Devonshire,  between  Fnuik- 
lin  and  Summer  streets;  G.  S.  Hillard,  Niles  Block,  School  street;  James  T. 
Fields,  comer  School  and  Washington  streets;  William  G.  Weld,  Edward  T. 
Eastman. 

Medical, — James  Jackson,  Jacob  Bigelow,  Greorge  Hayward,  John  Wir, 
John  Homans,  S.  D.  Townsend,  John  JeflPries,  A.  A.  Gould,  Henry  I.  Bow- 
ditch,  O.  W.  Holmes,  John  H.  Dlx,  Charles  G.  Putnam,  J.  Mason  Wamai, 
Henry  J.  Bigelow,  Henry  G.  Clark. 

JOHN  HOMANS,  M.  D.,   Chairauau 

Francis  Minot,  M  D.,  Secretary. 

The  following  address  is  set  forth  by  a  sub-committee  appointed  at  a  meetir^ 
held  at  the  house  of  Dr.  J.  Mason  Warren,  in  pursuance  of  the  for^b^ 
object: 

Boston,  March  4,  1861. 

Sir  :  We  beg  leave  to  address  you  in  regard  to  the  claims  and  servicee  i 
Dr.  W.  T.  G.  Morton,  as  connected  with  the  discovery  of  producing  insensibiiitj 
to  pain  by  the  anaesthetic  effects  of  sulphuric  ether.  That  this  discovery  has  bees 
an  inestimable  blessing  to  mankind,  and  that  it  is  regarded  as  one  of  the  mo^t 
important  applications  of  science  to  the  uses  of  life  that  has  been  made,  even  is 
this  age  of  improvement  and  progress,  is  beyond  dispute. 

While  there  is  not  an  entire  unanimity  of  opinion  as  to  Dr.  Morton's  ckiitf 
to  the  priority  of  the  discovery,  all  who  have  investigated  the  subject  agree  tlai 
the  pre-eminent  merit  of  first  establishing  by  expeiiment  what  was  be&re  only 
a  surmise  or  a  conjecture  is  his ;  and  that  without  his  courage,  oiergy,  and  per- 
severance, the  discoverv  would  not  have  been  put  into  practical  operation.  The 
is  enough  to  make  Dr.  Morton  one  of  the  benefactors  of  his  race.  His  discoverj 
is  now  in  use  all  over  the  civilized  world ;  everywhere  it  is  lightening  ibc 
trying  duties  of  the  medical  profession ;  soothing  the  pain  of  the  suffering,  ini 
what  is  hardly  less  valuable,  taking  away  that  apprehension  of  pain  whkL 
to  the  nervous  and  sensitive,  is  like  sufiering  itself. 

But  Dr.  Morton  has  experienced  the  common  fate  of  inventors  and  dis- 
coverers. So  far  from  being  a  gainer,  he  has  been  a  loser  to  a  very  large 
amount,  by  the  sacrifices  and  expenses  incurred  by  him  in  introducing  h^ 
discovery  and  vindicating  his  claims.  It  is  not  proposed  to  bestow  upon  Dr. 
Morton  a  pecuniary  equivalent  for  his  discovery ;  indeed,  the  worth  of  a  dl*- 
covery  like  his  is  not  susceptible  of  a  money  value,  though  some  approximatkffi 
to  it  may  be  made  by  considering  what  simi  mankind  would  be  willing  to  p^ 
for  such  a  blessing,  supposing  they  had  it  not.  But  we  think  he  is  justlj 
entitled,  not  merely  to  a  return  of  all  expenses  incurred,  but  to  some  farther 
expression  of  the  grateful  sense  which  his  services  to  humanity  have  everywhere 
awakened.  Thirty  thousand  pounds  were  given,  in  two  successive  grants,  bj 
the  British  Parliament  to  Dr.  Jeuner ;  and  no  one  would  deem  a  like  sum  an 
extravagant  remuneration  for  the  civilized  world  to  bestow  upon  Dr.  Morton. 

The  undersigned,  a  committee  appointed  at  a  meeting  of  gentlemen  of  tJif 
medical  and  other  professions,  held  at  the  house  of  Dr.  J.  Mason  Warren,  ^ 
Tuesday,  February  1^6,  have  the  honor  to  address  you  on  this  subject,  and  td 
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solicit  your  aid  in  behalf  of  the  object  above  set  forth.  Such  contribatione  as  jou 
may  see  fit  to  make  will  be  received  by  Amos  A.  Lawrence  or  John  Lowell,  who 
have  consented  to  act  as  trustees  of  the  fund  which  may  be  collected,  or  by  any 
member  of  the  joint  committee  on  the  Morton  testimoniaL 

JOHN  HOMANS, 

JOHN   WARE,  Knnmmitf.. 

GEO.  S.  HILLARD,    f  ^-^^»«^^- 
CHAS.  G.  PUTNAM,  \ 
Francis  Minot,  Secretary. 
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The  undersigned  having  been  appointed  trustees  of  the  fund  to  be  raised  as 
a  testimonial  to  Dr.  Morton  for  his  discovery  of  etherization,  and  having 
accepted  this  trust,  deem  it  their  duty  to  state,  for  the  information  of  those  who 
may  be  asked  to  contribute,  that  it  is  not  designed  merely  to  present  him  with 
an  honorable  memento  of  the  services  which  be  has  rendered  to  mankind,  but 
to  afford  him  relief  from  the  embarrassments  which  his  discovery  has  brought 
upon  him. 

It  is  necessary  for  us,  therefore,  to  say  that  Dr.  Morton  has  sacrificed  all  his 
property,  and  all  the  profits  of  his  profession,  in  introducing  his  discovery,  and 
in  establishing  his  claim,  and  that  he  has  seriously  impaired  his  health ;  that  he 
baa  failed  to  obtain  compensation  from  the  government  for  the  use  of  ether  by 
the  army  and  navy,  though  a  bill  has  been  twice  passed  through  one  house  of 
Congress  for  that  purpose,  and  that  he  has  no  hope  of  any  public  compensation. 

Under  these  circumstances,  is  it  asking  too  much  to  bestow  on  one  who  is  the 
author  of  the  most  beneficent  discovery  of  this  age,  the  means  of  an  ample  sup: 
port  for  himself  and  his  family  ? 

Believing  that  all  who  have  experienced  the  inestimable  benefits  of  ether  in 
its  various  forms  in  alleviating  pain,  or  who  have  seen  its  effects  upon  others, 
will  deem  it  a  privilege  to  give  some  substantial  proof  to  the  discoverer,  of  their 
appreciation  of  its  value ;  we  forbear  to  give  the  details  of  his  labors  and  his 
miflfortunes. 


AMOS  A.  LAWRENCE. 
Boston,  March  4,  1861. 


JOHN  LOWELL,  J   ^'^^^'^*- 


TESTIMONIAL  OF  THE  MBDICAL  PROFESSION  OF  PHILADELPHIA,  NEW  YORK,  AND 

BOSTON. 

Proceedings  of  the  medical  profession  of  Philadelphia,  in  behalf  of  W.  T.  G. 

Morton,  M.  D. 

A  meeting  of  the  members  of  the  medical  profession  who  had  indorsed  the 
testimonial  in  behalf  of  Dr.  W.  T.  G.  Morton,  was  held  at  the  hospital  buildings, 
Spruce  street,  on  Monday,  March  26,  1860 ;  when,  on  motion,  Dt.  Wilson 
Jewell  was  called  to  the  chair,  and  Dr.  T.  H.  13ache  was  chosen  secretary. 

The  following  preamble  and  resolutions  were  then  offered,  and  having  been 
read  by  the  secretary,  were  unanimously  adopted : 

"  Whereas,  after  innumerable  trials,  made  during  the  last  fourteen  years,  it  has 
been  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  world  that  the  inhalation  of  ether  may 
be  safely  employed  for  producing  insensibility  to  pain : 

*'  And  whereas  the  attention  of  the  medical  profession,  and  through  it  of  the 
public  generally,  was  directed  to  this  fact  by  Dr.  Wm.  T.  G.  Morton,,  of  Boston, 
who  first  practically  demonstrated  that  ether  may  be  safely  used  by  inhalation 
for  annulling  pain,  in  the  Massachusetts  General  Hospital,  where,,  on  the  16th 
of  October,  1846,  a  severe  surgical  operation  was  successfully  performed  by  the 
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late  Dr.  John  C.  Warren,  without  pain  to  the  patient,  whilst  under  the  influence  of 
ether  administered  by  Dr.  Morton : 

"  And  whereas  our  national  government,  whilst  admitting  the  claims  of  Dr. 
Morton,  has  failed .  to  reward  him  for  this  ^reat  service  to  his  conntrj  and  to 
humanity : 

"  Resolved,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  meeting,  the  world  is  indebted  to  Dr. 
Morton  for  having  practically  proved  the  value  and  safety  of  ether  as  an  anes- 
thetic agent,  and  that  he  is,  therefore,  entitled  to  the  lasting  gratitude  of  mankind. 

"i^Mo/t^eJ,  That  we  cordially  recommend  to  our  fellow-citizens  the  national 
testimonial  fund,  lately  commenced  in  Boston  and  New  York  in  behalf  of  Dr. 
Morton,  and  that  we  will  do  all  in  our  power  to  influence  them  to  subscribe  to 
the  same. 

Resolved,  That,  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  subscriptions,  a  copy  of  these 
resolutions,  duly  authenticated  by  the  oflScers  of  this  meeting,  be  fiimished  to 
Messrs.  Brown  Brothers  &  Co.,  the  receivers  for  this  city,  together  with  sock 
other  documents  in  explanation  of  the  testimonial  as  may  be  approved  bj  the 
officers  of  this  meeting." 

On  motion  the  secretary  was  directed  to  transmit  a  copy  of  these  resolutioiis 
to  Dr.  Morton. 

On  motion,  adjourned. 

WILSON  JEWELL,  Chairmam, 

T.  H.  Bache,  Secretary, 

Testimonial  of  mpmbers  of  the  medical  profession  of  Philadelphia,  in  behalf^' 
William  T.  G,  Morton,  M.  D.,  to  their  fellotv-citizens. 

February  15,  1860. 

The  vast  importance  of  the  effect  of  the  inhalation  of  ether,  in  prevcntii^ 
and  suspending  pain,  has  long  ceased  to  be  a  matter  of  doubt  among  the  mem- 
bers of  the  medical  profession,  and  is  too  well  known  to  the  intelligent  citizeK 
of  Philadelphia  to  need  any  further  exposition.  Etherization  has  been  tested  m 
countless  instances,  under  a  great  variety  of  circumstances,  during  more  than 
twelve  years  of  constant  employment  by  thousands  of  operators  ;  and  there*nlt 
of  this  unsurpassed  experience  is  decisive  in  confirmation  of  its  safety  and  ei- 
ciency  as  a  suppressor  of  physical  suffering,  and  a  powerful  assistant  of  tbe 
healing  art. 

Believing,  therefore,  that  anaesthetic  inhalation  is  the  most  available  and  po- 
tent means  of  alleviating  pain  yet  employed  in  the  practice  of  surgery,  and. 
consequently,  that  it  is  one  of  the  greatest  gifts  to  humanity  of  the  present  agt. 
we  cannot  but  regard  the  original  and  successful  introducer  of  this  invaluaUe 
boon  as  entitled  to  the  warm  gratitude  of  mankind.  . 

We  believe  the  practical  originator  of  anaesthetic  inhalation  to  be  Dr.  Williis 
T.  G.  Morton,  of  Boston,  Massachusetts,  in  whose  behalf  we  are  happy  to  bear 
witness  in  this  testimonial. 

We  are  convinced  that  he  is  the  one  who  first  resorted  to  ethereal  inhaktxs 
for  the  purpose  of  producing  insensibility  to  pain  in  a  patient  while  undergoiii? 
a  surgical  operation,  and  that  he  is  the  one  who  first  succeeded  in  effecting  tbt 
result.  He  was,  indisputably,  the  first  to  urge  the  anaesthetic  properties  of  tk? 
vapor  of  ether  upon  the  attention  of  the  medical  profession,  ana  thus  succeeded 
in  establishing  the  practice  of  anaesthetic  inhalation. 

We  therefore  take  great  pleasure,  and  at  the  same  time  perform  an  act  rf 
duty,  in  recommending  the  claims  of  Dr.  Morton  to  the  favorable  consideration 
of  our  fellow-citizens,  and  would  cordially  urge  upon  them  the  proprietj  d 
flhowing  their  estimate  of  his  services  by  a  substantial  acknowledgment,  sudii^ 
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ifl  manifestly  due  from  an  enlightened  community  to  one  who  has  conferred 
upon  its  members  so  inestimable  a  benefit. 

We  may  refer  to  the  annals  of  medicine  in  the  Old  World  for  many  instances 
in  which  analogous  discoveries  of  less  moment  have  been  recognized  and  paid 
for  by  European  governments,  sometimes  even  before  their  true  value  had  been 
ascertained.  The  length  of  time  which  has  elapsed  since  the  adoption  of  ether- 
ization has  only  the  more  firmly  established  its  position  by  demonstrating  its 
safety  and  developing  its  usefulness. 

Our  national  government  has  admitted  the  justice  and  importance  of  Dr.  Mor- 
ton's claims  in  the  introduction  of  ethereal  anaesthesia,  but  has  neglected  to  pro- 
vide the  proper  reward. 

Under  these  circumstances,  the  plan  of  individual  contribution  has  been  suc- 
cessfully resorted  to  by  the  citizens  of  Boston  and  New  York  as  the  best  suited 
to  the  temper  of  our  people,  and  the  most  likely  to  reach  a  satisfactory  con- 
clusion. 

An  opportunity  is  now  offered  to  the  citizens  of  Philadelphia  to  unite  with 
their  neighbors  in  the  same  work  of  benevolence  and  justice  ;  and  it  is  in  this 
that  we  earnestly  desire  to  interest  them. 

We  sincerely  hope  that  our  townsmen,  in  whose  liberality  and  sense  of  right 
"we  have  great  confidence,  may  join  us  in  rendering  the  tribute  to  his  merits  and 
necessities  which  has  elsewhere  been  accorded  to  him,  and  which  we  believe  him 
to  deserve. 

University  of  Pennsylvania, — George  B.  Wood,  M.  D.,  professor  of  theory 
and  practice  of  medicine ;  Hugh  L.  Hodge,  M.  D.,  professor  of  obstetrics  and 
the  diseases  of  women  and  children ;  Joseph  Carson,  M.  D.,  professor  of  mate- 
ria medica  and  pharmacy  ;  Robert  E.  Rogers,  M.  D.,  professor  of  chemistry ; 
Joseph  Leida,  M.  D.,  professor  of  anatomy. 

Jefferson  Medical  College. — Joseph  Pancoast,  M.  D.,  professor  of  general, 
descriptive,  and  surgical  anatomy ;  Chas.  D  Meigs,  M.  D.,  professor  of  obstet- 
rics and  diseases  of  women  and  children  ;  Franklin  Bache,  M.  D.,  professor  of 
chemistry ;  Samuel  D.  Gross,  M.  D.,  professor  of  institutes  and  practice  of  sur- 
gery ;  T.  D.  Mitchell,  M.  D.,  professor  of  materia  medica  and  general  thera- 
peutics ;  Samuel  H.  Dickson,  M.  D.,  professor  of  practice  of  medicine. 

Pennsylvania  College ^  medical  department. — B.  Howard  Rand,  M.  D.,  pro- 
fessor of  chemistry ;  Henry  Hartshome,  M.  D.,  professor  of  practice  of  medi- 
cine ;  Lewis  D.  Harlow,  M.  D.,  professor  of  obstetrics,  &c. ;  William  S.  Hal- 
sey,  M.  D.,  professor  of  surgery  ;  William  Hembel  Taggart,  M.  D.,  professor  of 
materia  medica ;  James  Aitken  Meigs,  M.  D.,  professor  of  institutes  of  medi- 
cine ;  William  H.  Gobrecht,  M.  D.,  professor  of  anatomy. 

Pennsylvania  Hospital. — William  W.  Gerhard,  M.  D.,  physician  ;  James  J. 
Levick,  M.  D.,  physician  ;  John  Forsyth  Meigs,  M.  D.,  physician ;  Francis  G. 
Smith,  M.  D.,  physician ;  Joseph  Pancoast,  M.  D.,  surgeon ;  Edward  Peace, 
M.  D.,  surgeon ;  Edward  Hartshome,  M.  D.,  surgeon. 

Philadelphia  Hospital. — S.  D.  Gross,  M.  D.,  surgeon ;  D.  H.  Agnew,  M. 
D.,  surgeon  ;  R.  J.  Levis,  M.  D.,  surgeon ;  R.  S.  Kenderdine,  M.  D.,  surgeon ; 
William  Mayburry,  M.  D.,  physician ;  J.  L.  Ludlow,  M.  D.,  physician ;  C. 
Pendleton  Tutt,  M.  D.,  physician  ;  John  Wiltbank,  M.  D.,  physician  ;  R.  A. 
F.  Penrose,  M.  D.,  physician ;  Lewis  D.  Harlow,  M.  D.,  physician ;  William  D. 
Stroud,  M.  D.,  physician ;  J.  Da  Costa,  M.  D.,  physician. 

Wills  Hospital. — S.  Littell,  M.  D.,  surgeon  ;  Addinell  Hewson,  M.  D.,  sur- 
geon ;  T.  G.  Morton,  M.  D.,  surgeon ;  William  Hunt,  M.  D.,  surgeon ;  S.  L. 
Hollingsworth,  M.  D.,  physician  ;  John  J.  Reese,  M.  D.,  physician ;  James  J, 
Levick,  M.  D.,  physician ;  A.  Douglass  Hall,  physician. 

Episcopal  Hospital  of  Philadelphia. — J.  C.  Morris,  M.  D.,  physician ;  H. 
Hartshome,  M.  D.,  physician ;  J.  Da  Costa,  M.  D.,  physician ;  Wm.  Mayburry, 
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M.  D.,  physician ;  William  Hunt,  M.  D.,  eurgeon ;  H.  E.  Drayton,  M.  D^  gnr- 
geon  ;  R  8.  Kenderdine,  M.  D.,  surgeon. 

Charity  Hoipita?  of  Philadelphia. — P.  B.  Goddard,  M.  D.,  surgery  ;  Wfl- 
liam  H.  Pancoast,  M.  D.,  surgery ;  Z.  Ring  Jones,  M.  D.,  eye,  ear,  and  urinvy 
organs ;  H.  St.  Clair  Ash,  M.  D.,  diseases  of  children ;  Burroughs  Price,  M. 
D.,  diseases  of  digestive  organs,  brain,  and  nervous  system ;  A.  W.  GriflBtltf, 
M.  D.,  obstetrics ;  Alexander  C.  Hart,  M.  D.,  diseases  of  women  ;  W.  E.  Weatb- 
erly,  M.  D.,  diseases  of  respiratory  organs ;  S.  Updegrove,  M.  D.,  diseases  of 
the  skin ;  J.  L.  Ludlow,  M.  D.,  fevers  and  general  diseases. 

St.  Joseph* s  Hospital  of  Philadelphia. — William  V.  Keating,  M.  D.,  phya- 
cian  ;  S.  Wier  Mitchell,  M.  D.,  physician;  William  Keller,  M.  D.,  physician; 
A.  Boumonville,  M.  D.,  obstetrician;  J.  H.  B.  McGlellan,  M.  D.,  surgeon; 
Wm.  Byrd  Page,  M.  D.,  surgeon ;  John  H.  Brinton,  M.  D.,  sturgeon ;  Joseph 
Leidy,  M.  D.,  pathologist. 

Children's  Hospital  of  Philadelphia. — Wm.  Pepper,  M.  D.,  consulting  phy- 
sician ;  John  F.  Meigs,  M.  D.,  consulting  physician ;  F.  W.  Lewis,  M.  D.,  at- 
tending physician ;  Wm.  R.  Dunton,  M.  D.,  attending  physician ;  R.  A.  P. 
Penrose,  M.  D.,  attending  physician  ;  T.  H.  Bache,  M.  I).,  attending  physician. 

Pennsylvania  Hospital  for  the  Insane. — Thomas  S.  Kirkbride,  M.  D.,  phy- 
sician in  chief;  Edward  A.  Smith,  M.  D.,  resident  physician. 

City  Hospital  of  Philadelphia^ — John  Bell,  M.  D. 

Moyamensing  Prison. — Heniy  Yale  Smith,  M.  D. 

Board  of  Health. — P.  B.  Goddard,  M.  D.,  president 

Howard  Hospital. — S.  D.  Gross,  M.  D.,  D.  D.  Clark,  M.  D.,  general  and 
special  surgery ;  J.  A.  Meigs,  M.  D.,  diseases  of  the  chest ;  J.  KJapp,  M.  D^ 
diseases  of  digestive  organs ;  O.  A.  Judson,  M.  D.,  diseases  of  the  skin ;  G.  R. 
Morehouse,  M.  D.,  diseases  of  brain  and  nervous  system ;  W.  Darrach,  M.  D^ 
fevers ;  E.  McGlellan,  M.  D.,  diseases  of  females ;  Charles  Neff,  M.  D.,  diseases 
of  the  urinary  organs. 

College  of  Physicians  of  Philadelphia. — George  B.  Wood,  M.  D.,  president; 
Franklin  Bache,  M.  D.,  vice-president;  Edward  Hartshome,  M.  D.,  secretary; 
J.  Rodman  Paul,  M.  D.,  treasurer;  John  Bell,  M.  D.,  Hugh  L.  Hodge,  M.  6., 
Charles  D.  Meigs,  M.  D.,  R.  La  Roche,  M.  D.,  Benjamin  Homor  Coates,  M.  D., 
Le¥ris  P.  Gebhard,  M.  D.,  William  Darrach,  M.  D.,  Theophilus  E.  Beesley,  M. 
D.,  Wi  liam  W.  Gerhard,  M.  D.,  Joseph  Pancoast,  M.  D.,  D.  Francis  Condie, 
M.  D.,  Squire  Littell,  M.  D.,  Anthony  Boumonville,  M.  D.,  Joseph  Carson,  M. 
D.,  Thomas  S.  Kirkbride,  M.  D.,  Francis  West,  M.  D.,  Edward  Peace,  M.  D^ 
William  Pepper,  M.  D.,  David  C.  Skerrett,  M.  D.,  John  D.  Griscom,  M.  D., 
Paul  Beck  Goddard,  M.  D.,  Alfred  Stille,  M.  D.,  John  J.  Reese,  M.  D.,  John 
Forsyth  Meigs,  M.  D.,  Lewis  Rodman,  M.  D.,  Francis  G.  Smith,  M.  D.,  Wash- 
ington L.  Atlee,  M.  D.,  John  Neill,  M.  D.,  Samuel  D.  Gross,  M.  D.,  AnUiony 
E.  Stocker,  M.  D.,  Gouvemeur  Emerson,  M.  D.,  James  E.  Rhoads,  M.  D.,  T. 
Stewardson,  M.  D.,  E.  Wallace,  M.  D.,  Joseph  Klapp,  M.  D.,  Samuel  L.  Hoi- 
lingsworth,  M.  D.,  John  L.  Ludlow,  M.  D.,  John  H.  B.  McGlellan.  M.  D.,  Wil- 
liam V.  Keatinff,  M.  D.,  D.  Paul  Lajus,  M.  D.,  Thomas  S.  Reed,  M.  D.,  Ricbai^ 
H.  Townsend,  M.  D.,  Isaac  Remington,  M.  D.,  John  B.  Biddle,  M.  D.,  Heniy 
E.  Drayton,  M.  D.,  Caspar  Morris,  M.  D.,  James  J.  Levick,  M.  D.,  Jos^{^ 
Leidy,  M.  D.,  Wilson  Jewell,  M.  D.,  Henry  Hartshome,  M.  D.,  William  Keller, 
M.  D.,  William  Mayburry,  M.  D.,  Thomas  Hewson  Bache,  M.  D.,  James  V. 
Emlen,  M.  D.,  Joseph  Hopkinson,  M.  D.,  William  H.  Hooper,  M.  D.,  Addinell 
Hewson,  M.  D.,  David  Gilbert,  M.  D.,  B.  Howard  Rand,  M.  D.,  William  Hunt, 
M.  D.,  R.  A.  F.  Penrose,  M.  D.,  William  H.  Gobrecht,  M.  D.,  W' iUiam  D. 
Stroud,  M.  D.,  Nathan  L.  Hatfield,  M.  D.,  S.  Weir  Mitchell,  M.  D.,  John  E 
Briuton,  M.  D.,  Francis  W.  Lewis,  M.  D.,  Samuel  Lewis,  M.  D.,  T.  Dillard,  M. 
D.,  G.  H.  Robinett,  M.  D.,  S.  C.  Brinckle,  M.  D. 

Philadelphia  County  Medical  Society, — Isaac  Remington,  M.  D.,  president; 
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David  Gilbert,  M.  D.,  Jos.  Carson,  M.  D.,  vice-presidents ;  W.  B.  Atkinson,  M.  D., 
secretary ;  S.  D.  Gross,  M.  D.,  D.  Francis  Condie,  M.  D.,  Wilson  Jewell,  M.  D., 
Joseph  Pancoast,  M.  D.,  Charles  D.  Meigs,  M.  D.,  R.  E.  Rogers,  M.  D.,  Edward 
Peace,  M.  D.,  John  Bell,  M.  D.,  S.  Littell,  M.  D.,  W.  W.  Gerhard,  M.  D.,  D. 
Paul  Lajus,  M.  D.,  Addmell  Hewson,  M.  D.,  J.  H.  B.  McClellan,  M.  D.,  A. 
Nebinger,M.  D.,  D.  D.  Clark,  M.  D.,  E.  Ward,M.  D.,  S.  Weir  Mitchell,  M.  D., 
J.  Cheston  Morris,  M.  D.,  R.  H.  Townsend,  M.  D.,  T.  M.  Drysdale,  M.  D., 
William  D.  Stroud,  M.  D.,  Anthony  Boumonville,  M.  D.,  W.  K.  Gilbert,  M.  D., 
Theophilus  E.  Beesley,  M.  D.,  R.  S.  Kenderdine,  M.  D.,  C.  F.  Wittig,  M.  D., 
J.  H.  Haskell,  M.  D.,  Robert  Q.  Shelmerdine,  M.  D.,  Robert  C.  Shelmerdine, 
M.  D.,  J.  Henrv  Smaltz,  M.  D.,  Levi  Curtis,  M.  D.,  Samuel  B.  Wylie  Mitchell, 
M  D.,  Edward  Maris,  M.  D.,  Augustus  C.  Bournonville,  M.  D.,  J.  G.  Hunt, 
M.  D.,  James  V.  Emlen,  M.  D.,  George  B.  Wood,  M.  D.,  Franklin  Bache,  M. 
D.,  N.  L.  Hatfieia,  M.  D.,  Alfred  Stille,  M.  D.,  William  V.  Keating,  M.  D., 
Hugh  L.  Hodge,  M.  D.,  Joseph  Leidy,  M.  D.,  Henry  Hartshome,  M.  D.,  Wil- 
liam Pepper,  M.  D.,  Paul  B.  Godard,  M.  D.,  B.  H.  Coates,  M.  D.,  M.  M.  Levis, 
M.  D.,  Francis  West,  M.  D.,  Lewis  D.  Harlow,  M.  D.,  Lewis  Rodman,  M.  D., 
James  Aitken  Meigs,  M.  D.,  John  Rodman  Paul,  M.  D.,  William  Hunt,  M.  D., 
D.  Hayes  Agnew,  M.  D.,  R.  J.  Levis,  M.  D.,  E.  B.  Shapleigh,  M.  D.,  John 
Knorr,  M.  D.,  William  Harris,  M.  D.,  John  Wiltbank,  M.  D.,  W.  H.  Gobrecht, 
M.  D.,  Samuel  Jackson,  M.  D.,  A.  Owen  Stille,  M.  D.,  William  D.  Hoyt,  M.  D., 
George  J.  Ziegler,  M.  D.,  Washington  L.  Atlee,  M.  D.,  William  Curran,  M.  D., 
W.  Darrach,  M.  D.,  James  J.  Levick,  M.  D.,  J.  Forsyth  Meigs,  M.  D.,  William 
H.  Hooper,  M.  D.,  Thomas  Hewson  Bache,  M.  D.,  John  D.  Griscom,  M.  D.,  E. 
Boylston  Jackson,  M.  D.,  A.  W.  Griffiths,  M.  D.,  Joseph  Klapp,  M.  D.,  Owen 
Osier,  M.  D.,  Philip  De  Young,  M.  D.,  J.  F.  Bird,  M.  D.,  R.  H.  Lee,  M.  D., 
Colin  Arrott,  M.  D.,  W.  Keller,  M.  D.,  H.  Evans,  M.  D.,  Preston  W.  Russell, 
M.  D.,  John  S.  Rohrer,  M.  D.,  G.  Emerson,  M.  D.,  Charles  Neff,  M.  D.,  D.  C. 
Skerrett,  M.  D.,  William  Notson,  M.  D.,  John  Wm.  Jones,  M.  D.,  F.  Scoffin, 
M.  D.,  A.  S.  McMurray,  M.  D.,  W.  H.  Gillingham,  M.  D.,  Henry  Yale  Smith, 
M.  D.,  T.  Stanton  Crowly,  M.  D.,  A.  H.  Fish,  M.  D.,  B.  H.  Deacon,  M.  D., 
William  J.  Fleming,  M.  D.,  E.  McClellan,  M.  D.,  L.  P.  Gebhard,  M.  D.,  Wm. 
F.  Patterson,  M.  D.,  Wm.  Clendaniel,  M.  D.,  Andrew  Cheeseman,  M.  D.,  James 
N.  Patterson,  M.  D.,  Joseph  Heritage,  M.  D.,  J.  Hershey,  M.  D.,  Wm.  Byrd 
Page,  M.  D.,  0.  J.  Wister,  M.  D.,  W.  N.  Johnson,  M.  D.,  E.  F.  Leake,  M.  D., 
A.  L.  Kennedy,  M.  D.,  J.  M.  Corse,  M.  D.,  Abraham  Helffenstein,  M.D.,  R.  W. 
Richie,  M.  D.,  A.  Fricke,  M.  D.,  Wm.  Ashmead,  M.  D.,  John  F.  Lamb,  M.  D., 
H.  D.  Benner,  M.  D.,  W.  S.  Forbes,  M.  D.,  Winthrop  Sergeant,  M.  D.,  S.  C. 
Huston,  M.  D.,  J.  Hughes,  M.  D.,  E.  Scholfield,  M.  D. 

Northern  Medical  Association, — Joseph  R.  Bryan,  M.  D.,  president ;  L.  P. 
Gebhard,  M.  D.,  vice-president;  Wm.  B.  Atkinson,  M.  D.,  secretary;  William 
Mayburry,  M.  D.,  corresponding  secretary ;  J.  Henry  Smaltz,  M.  D.,  treasurer  ; 
N.  L.  Hatfield,  M.  D.,  R.  H.  Townsend,  M.  D.,  J.  J.  Woodward,  M.  D.,  A.  M. 
Slocum,  M.  D.,  John  Rhein,  M.  D.,  A.  C.  Boumonville,  M.  D.,  J.  M.  Eagleton, 
M.  D.,  L.  Curtis,  M.  D.,  Owen  Osier,  M.  D.,  T.  W.  Craige,  M.  D.,  Theo.  A. 
Demme,  M.  D.,  J.  S.  Hill,  M.  D.,  S.  N.  Troth,  M.  D.,  L.  S.  Somers,  M.  D.,  D. 
Gilbert.  M.  D.,  R.  S.  Kenderdine,  M.  D.,  R.  Q.  Shelmerdine,  M.  1).,  M.  M.  Levis, 
M.  D.,  L.  D.  Harlow,  M.  I).,  R.  J.  Levis,  M.  D.,  W.  L.  Atlee,  M.  D.,  C.  Wittig. 
M.  D.,  S.  Updegrove,  M.  D.,  B.  Price,  M.  D. 

Medical  Society  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. — D.  F.  Condie,  M.  D.,  presi- 
dent. 

Fhiluddphia  Medical  Society, — R.  La  Roche,  M.  D.,  president ;  John  Neill, 
M.  D.,  vice-president ;  A.  E.  Stocker,  M.  D.,  secretary. 

Pathological  Sodefy  of  Philadelphia, — A.  Stille,  M.  D.,  president ;  R.  La 
Roche,  M.  D.,  E.  Hartshorne,  M.  D.,  vice-presidents ;  J.  Da  Costa,  M.  D.,  sec- 
retary ;  John  K.  Kane,  assistant  secretary. 
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Biological  department  of  the  Academy  of  Natural  Sciences  of  PhUadd- 
phia. — Joseph  Leidy,  M.  D.,  president;  W.  F.  Atlee,  M.  D.,  recorder. 

Prnfesnon  at  large. — C.  P.  Turner,  M.  D.,  O.  A.  Judson,  M.  D.,  L.  D.  Bod- 
der,  M.  D.,  John  Gegan,  M.  D.,  Samuel  Tucker,  M.  D.,  Andrew  J.  Smiley,  M. 
D.,  C.  S.  Wurts,  M.  D.,  James  W.  Bacon,  M.  D.,  J.  R.  McClnre,  M.  D.,  L 
Shippen,  M.  D.,  W.  S.  Shippen,  M.  D.,  C.  S.  Bishop,  M.  D.,  Alexander  C.  Htrt, 
M.  D.,  G.  J.  Chamberlain,  M.  D.,  James  Darrach,  M.  D.,  A.  C  Deakvne,  K 
D.,  Morris  J.  Asch,  M.  D.,  W.  N.  Handy,  M.  D.,  N.  C.  Reid,  M.  D..  Williim 
Graham,  M.  D.,  John  H.  Brinton,  M.  D.,  Robert  Boiling,  M.  D.,  William  M. 
Breed,  M.  D.,  E.  L.  Carter,  M.  D.,  Edward  A.  Spooner,  M.  D.,  George  B.  More- 
house, M.  D.,  Samuel  H.  Ashton,  M.  D.,  Jas.  D.  Mundy,  M.  D.,  C.  P.  La  Roche, 
M.  D.,  W.  Moss,  M.  D.,  J.  K.  T.  Van  Pelt,  M.  D.,  J.  M.  Boisnot,  M.  D.,  J.  C. 
Cooper,  M.  D.,  S.  H.  Horner,  M.  D.,  David  Burpee,  M.  D.,  A.  Pennebaker,  K 
D.,  E.  S.  Sharp,  M.  D.,  George  Spackman,  M.  D.,  Robert  Foster,  M.  D.,  Edvin 
Fussell,  M.  D.,  William  Gregg,  M.  D.,  Samuel  P.  Brown,  M.  D. 

Proceedings  at  a  meeting  of  the  medical  profession  of  New  York. 

On  the  24th  of  June,  a  meeting  of  medical  gentlemen,  interested  in  raising  a 
national  testimonial  for  the  benefit  of  the  discoverer  of  anaesthesia,  was  held  at 
the  residence  of  Dr.  Willard  Parker. 

The  hour  for  organization  having  arrived,  Dr.  Parker  addressed  the  meeting, 
explained  its  objects,  and  proposed  for  president  Dr.  Joseph  M.  Smith,  which 
nomination  having  been  seconded,  was  voted  upon  and  carried.  Dr.  Gurdon 
Buck  was  then  elected  corresponding  secretary,  and  Drs.  Bibbins  and  Thomas 
recording  secretaries. 

The  meeting  being  now  duly  organized,  the  business  of  the  evening  was  called 
for,  and  proceeded  in  this  wise : 

1.  Dr.  John  Watson  read  a  list  of  the  names  of  some  of  the  most  prominent, 
benevolent,  and  wealthy  of  the  citizens  of  New  York,  and  proposed  that  each 
gentleman  present  should  charge  himself  with  visiting  such  of  them  as  he  had 
most  influence  with,  and  raising  as  large  subscriptions  as  possible  to  head  the 
list.  This  was  acted  upon ;  a  list  of  one  hundred  names  was  read,  and  the  duty 
of  canvassing  them  assumed  by  various  gentlemen  composing  the  meeting. 

2.  Dr.  Buck  moved  that  a  committee  of  medical  men  be  appointed  to  confer 
with  gentlemen  out  of  the  profession  as  to  the  most  efficient  means  for  accom- 
plishing the  end  in  view.  This  was  seconded  by  Dr.  Parker  and  carried.  On 
the  committee  the  president  then  appointed  Drs.  John  W.  Francis,  Willard 
]*arker,  John  Watson,  Valentine  Mott,  James  Minor,  J.  Marion  Sims,  James 
R.  Wood,  Gurdon  Buck,  and  Joseph  M.  Smith;  and,  upon  motion  of  Dr.  Sayre, 
the  president  was  added  to  it.  This  conmiittee,  it  was  agreed,  should  meet  at 
the  house  of  Dr.  Parker  at  an  early  date. 

3.  It  was  then  moved  by  Dr.  Parker  that  a  committee  of  one  selected  from 
the  medical  board  of  each  public  charity  of  the  city  and  its  vicinity  should  be 
appointed  to  wait  upon  the  boards  directing  the  various  institutions,  and  solicit 
donations  in  behalf  of  the  object  which  has  called  us  together  this  evening. 
This  motion  was  seconded  by  Dr.  Watson  and  carried.  The  following  appoint- 
ments were  then  made  by  the  chair:  Dr.  Gurdon  Buck,  New  York  Hospital; 
Dr.  James  R.  Wood,  Bcllevue  Hospital ;  Dr.  J.  M.  Camochan,  Emigrants*  Ho^ 
pital;  Dr.  William  H.  Van  Buren,  St.  Vincent's  Hospital;  Dr.  Benjamin  Ogden, 
St.  Luke's  Hospital;  Dr.  J.  Moses,  Jews'  Hospital;  Dr.  J.  M.  Sims,  Women's 
Hospital;  Dr.  G.  L.  Elliott,  Child's  Hospital;  Dr.  Elisha  Harris,  Quarantine 
Hospital;  Dr.  T.  F.  Cock,  New  York  Lying-in  Asylum;  Dr.  Hutchinson, 
Brooklyn  City  Hospital ;  Dr.  Ay  res.  Long  Island  College  Hospital ;  Dr.  I^tch, 
Colored  Home  Hospital ;  Dr.  Dubois,  New  York  Eye  Infirmary ;  Dr.  Garrish, 
New  York  Ophthalmic  Hospital. 
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4.  It  was  moved  by  Dr.  Watson  that  the  minutes  of  this  meeting  be  trans- 
mitted to  Dr.  William  T.  G.  Morton  by  the  secretary,  which  was  carried. 
No  further  business  appearing,  the  meeting  then  adjourned. 

JOSEPH  M.  SMITH,  M.  D.,  President. 
GuRDON  Buck,  M.  D.,  Corresponding  Secretary. 
T.  Gaillard  Thomas,  M.  D.,  Recording  Secretary. 


The  New  York  Appeal. 


The  medical  profession  have  from  the  earliest  ages  felt  the  need  of  some  safe 
and  efficient  agent  for  annulling  pain. 

The  ordinary  anodynes  long  in  use  have  never  supplied  this  deficiency,  and 
the  various  new  agents  which,  within  the  past  sixty  or  eighty  years,  have  been 
substituted  for  these,  have,  until  recently,  proved  either  too  dangerous  or  too 
unreliable  to  be  employed  in  general  practice. 

Wine  and  strong  alcoholic  drinks,  given  in  such  quantity  as  to  induce  intoxi- 
cation, were  occasionally  employed,  even  befoi'e  the  commencement  of  the  present 
century,  for  rendering  persons  insensible  to  the  pain  of  surgical  operations.  With 
the  same  end  in  view,  some  surgeons,  addressing  the  intellect,  were  in  the  habit 
of  exciting  sudden  fear,  alarm,  or  astonishment,  to  divert  the  attention  of  their 
patients.  Others,  again,  resorted  to  the  uncertain  and  inexplicable  influence  of 
mesmerism.  Still  more  recently,  the  nitrous  oxide  gas,  administered  by  inhala- 
tion, has,  as  originally  suggested  by  Sir  Humphry  Davy,  been  employed  for  pro- 
ducing temporary  loss  of  consciousness.  But  this,  too,  after  a  fair  trial,  has  failed, 
and  the  hopes  founded  upon  it  have  proved  nugatory  and  delusive.  So  that,  up 
to  this  point,  the  want  of  a  reliable  agent  for  rendering  the  human  body  insen- 
sible to  pain — a  want  so  long  felt,  and  to  obviate  which  so  many  fruitless  efforts 
had  been  made — was  still  to  be  supplied.  That  want,  however,  has  since  been 
fully  met. 

The  first  great  triumph  of  placing  in  the  hands  of  the  profession  an  agent 
capable  of  rendering  the  patient  safely,  and,  at  will,  utterly  insensible  to  the 
stroke  of  the  surgeon's  knife,  was  in  detecting  and  establishing  by  experiment 
the  ansesthetic  powers  of  sulphuric  ether.  For  this  discovery  the  world  is 
indebted  to  Dr.  William  T.  G.  Morton,  of  Boston. 

Whatever  may  have  been  the  steps  preliminary  to  this  remarkable  discovery, 
Dr.  Morton's  claim  to  it  is  established  beyond  all  controversy,  and  his  merit  in 
this  respect,  with  those  who  have  taken  the  trouble  to  inform  themselves  on  the 
subject,  can  be  no  longer  a  question  of  dispute. 

Nor  can  the  importance  of^his  early  investigations  and  experiments,  under  the 
guidance  of  Providence,  in  reference  to  the  properties  and  uses  of  ether,  be  at 
the  present  day  too  highly  estimated.  The  introduction  of  this  agent  as  an 
anaesthetic,  and  of  the  various  other  agents  of  the  same  class — as  chloroform, 
amyline,  and  the  like — to  which  this  directly  led,  has  done  more  for  the  mitiga- 
tion of  human  suffering  than  any  other  discovery,  with  the  exception,  perhaps, 
of  vaccination,  for  which  the  world  is  indebted  to  medical  science  in  either 
ancient  or  modern  times. 

The  benefit  derived  from  these  newly-discovered  agents  is  not  confined  to  the 
hardier  procedures  of  operative  surgery.  They  are  now  in  hourly  requisition 
in  every  quarter  of  the  civilized  world  for  suspending  all  sense  of  suffering 
during  the  severest  throes  of  childbirth,  for  arresting  convulsions,  for  relaxing 
spasms,  for  suspending  volition  and  overcoming  muscular  resistance  during  the 
reduction  of  fractures  and  dislocations,  for  allaying  restlessness,  wakefulness, 
and  morbid  excitability ;  even  for  assuaging  the  pangs  of  approaching  dissolu- 
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tion,  not  to  speak  of  the  almost  innumerable  minor  uses  to  which  they  are  tp- 
plied,  as  well  in  the  investigation  as  in  the  treatment  of  disease. 

In  view  of  these  advantages  from  the  use  of  anaesthetics,  "we  feel  that  Dr. 
Morton,  the  first  to  demonstrate  their  safety  and  efficiency,  and  to  establii^h  them 
in  general  practice,  has  conferred  a  boon  upon  humanity  as  imperishable  as  it  is 
important,  and  one  of  such  a  character  as  to  entitle  him  to  rank  among  the  ben- 
efactors of  mankind. 

As  members  of  the  medical  profession  in  the  city  of  New  York,  and  as  phy- 
sicians and  Burgeons  to  the  various  hospitals  and  infirmaries  in  this  city  and  its 
vicinity,  we  therefore  rejoice  to  learn  that  a  movement  has  been  commenced  by 
our  professional  brethren  and  other  gentlemen  of  Boston,  to  establish  a  national 
testimonial,  by  voluntary  subscriptions,  for  the  benefit  of  Dr.  Morton.  In  this 
movement,  after  full  deliberation  and  consultation  among  ourselves,  we  are  ready 
to  participate,  in  accordance  with  the  plan  of  those  who  originated  it,  which 
plan  is  set  forth  by  the  gentlemen  of  Boston  in  the  following  terms : 

We  propose  that  a  national  subscription  be  instituted,  the  avails  of  which 
shall  be  paid  into  the  hands  of  Thomas  B.  Curtis  and  Charles  H.  Mills,  esquires, 
as  trustees,  to  be  held,  appropriated,  and  invested  upon  such  trusts,  and  for  such 
uses,  for  the  benefit  of  Dr.  Morton,  as  the  trustees  may  determine. 

Under  governments  more  arbitrary  and  restrictive  than  oar  own,  but  more 
capable  of  meeting  the  claims  of  science,  the  awards  of  merit  are  not  usually 
left,  as  with  us,  to  the  bounty  of  private  individuals.  Discoveries  and  impro?e- 
ments  of  infinitely  less  importance  to  science  or  humanity  than  that  for  which 
we  are  indebted  to  Dr.  Morton  are  at  the  courts  of  Europe  promptly  met  by 
national  honors  and  emoluments. 

In  our  own  country,  it  is  true,  the  national  government,  after  carefully  in- 
vestigating Dr.  Monton's  claims,  has  acknowledged  the  benefit  he  has  conferred 
upon  it,  but  has  nevertheless  failed,  as  yet,  to  supply  the  recompense. 

With  these  remarks,  we  have  the  honor  of  recommending  Dr.  Morton's  claims 
for  remuneration  to  the  consideration  of  our  fellow-citizens,  and  of  soliciting 
their  subscriptions  in  behalf  of  the  fund  which  it  is  proposed  to  raise  for  his 
benefit. 

What  the  government  in  this  respect  has  failed  to  do,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  for 
the  credit  of  the  American  name,  and  from  the  noble  individual  examples 
already  set,  that  the  discerning  and  liberal  people  of  the  United  States  will  not 
leave  entirely  unaccomplished. 

PHYSICIANS  AND  SURGEONS. 

New  York  Hospital  and  Bloomingdale  Asylum, — Thos.  Cock,  M.  D.,  consult- 
ing physician  ;  Jos.  M.  Smith,  M.  D.,  attending  physician  :  John  H.  Griscom, 
M.  D.,  attending  physician;  Heniy  D.  Bulkley,  M.  D.,  attending  physician; 
Thos.  F.  Cock,  M.  D.,  attending  physician ;  Valentine  Mott,  M.  D.,  consulting 
surgeon ;  Alexander  H.  Stevens,  M.  D.,  consulting  surgeon ;  Richard  K.  Hoff- 
man, M.  D.,  consulting  surgeon;  Alfred  C.  Post,  M.  D.,  consulting  surgeon; 
Gurdon  Buck,  M.  D.,  attending  surgeon ;  John  Watson,  M.  D.,  attending  snr- 
geon ;  Thad.  M.  Halsted,  M.  D.,  attending  surgeon ;  Thos.  M.  Markoe,  M.  D« 
attending  surgeon  ;  Wm.  H.  Van  Buren,  M.  D.,  attending  surgeon ;  Wilkrd 
Parker,  At.  D.,  attending  surgeon. 

Bellevue  Hospital,  and  of  the  other  institutions  under  the  charge  qfth^  board 
qfgavemors  of  the  almshouse. — John  W.  Francis,  M.  D.,  consulting  physician ; 
Isaac  Wood,  M.  D.,  consulting  physician ;  R.  W.  McCready,  M.  D.,  attending 
physician ;  John  T.  Metcalfe,  M.  D.,  attending  physician ;  Isaac  E.  Tavlor, 
M.  D.,  attending  physician ;  B.  Fordyce  Barker,  M.  D.,  attending  physician ; 
Geo.  T.  Elliott,  M.  D.,  attending  physician ;  Valentine  Mott,  M.  D.,  consulting 
urgeon ;  Al  e  x.  H.  Stevens,  M.  D.,  consulting  surgeon ;  Jas.  R.  Wood,  M.  D^ 
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attending  surgeon ;  Chas.  D.  Smith,  M.  D.,  attending  surgeon ;  Lewis  A.  Lavre, 
M.  D.,  attending  surgeon ;  J.  J.  Crane,  M.  D.,  attending  surgeon ;  W.  Parker, 
M.  D.,  attending  surgeon ;  Stephen  Smith,  M.  D.,  attending  surgeon. 

Nursery  Hospital,  Randall* s  Inland, — Henry  N.  Whittlesey,  M.  D.,  resident 
physician. 

Quarantine  Hospital,  Staten  Island, — R.  N.  Thompson,  M.  D.,  health  officer, 
port  of  New  York ;  Theo.  Watson,  M.  D.,  assistant  physician,  Quarantine  Hos- 
pital. 

BlackwelVs  Island  Hospitals,  {PeniteTiti^ry  Hospital,  Smallpox  Hospital^ 
and  Almshouse,) — William  H.  Sanger,  M.  D.,  resident  physician. 

iVft£?   York  Lunatic  Asylum, — M.  H.  Ranney,  resident  physician. 

SlcUe  Emigrant  Asylum. — J.  M.  Camochan,  M.  D.,  surgeon-in-chief;  T.  0. 
Selden,  M.  D.,  surgeon ;  H.  Guleke,  M.  D.,  surgeon ;  Henry  B.  Fay,  M.  D., 
physician-in-chief;  Francis  Simrock,  M.  D.,  physician;  G.  Ford,  M.  D., 
physician. 

St,  Vincents  Hospital, — Thos.  E.  Burtsell,  M.  D.,  attending  physician ;  James 
O'Rorke,  M.  D.,  attending  physician  ;  Wm.  H.  Van  Buren,  M.  D.,  attending 
surgeon ;  Alex.  B.  Mott,  M.  l3.,  attending  surgeon ;  Thos.  C.  Finnell,  M.  D., 
attending  surgeon. 

jS^  Luke's  Hospital, — ^D.  E.  Eiginhrodt,  resident  physician. 

Jews*  Hospital. — V.  Mott,  M.  D.,  consulting  surgeon ;  W.  Parker,  M.  D.,  con- 
sulting surgeon;  T.  M.  Markoe,  M.  D.,  attending  surgeon;  Alex.  B.  Mott, 
M.  D.,  attending  surgeon ;  J.  Moses,  M.  D.,  attending  surgeon  ;  C.  R.  Gilman, 
M.  D.,  attending  physician ;  W.  H.  Maxwell,  M.  D.,  attending  physician. 

New  York  Eye  Infirmary. — A.  Duhois,  M.  D.,  surgeon;  Gurdon  Buck, 
M.  D.,  surgeon  ;  T.  M.  Halsted,  M.  D.,  surgeon  ;  C.  R.  Agnew,  M.  D.,  surgeon; 

F.  J.  Bumstead,  M.  D.,  assistant  surgeon;  J.  H.  Hinton,  M.  D.,  assistant 
surgeon. 

New  York  Ophthalmic  Hospital, — Mark  Stephenson,  M.  D.,  surgeon ;  John 
P.  Garrish,  M.  D.,  surgeon. 

Colored  Home  Hospital. — G.  A.  Sabine,  M.  D.,  consulting  surgeon;  W. 
Parker,  M.  D..  consulting  surgeon;  J.  S.  Thebaud,  M.  D.,  consulting  surgeon; 
J.  D.  Fitch,  resident  physician. 

Women's  Hospital.— J.  Marion  Sims,  M.  D.,  surgeon. 

New  York  Lying-in  Asylum, — T.  F.  Cock,  M.  D.,  consulting  physician ;  J. 
T.  Metcalfe,  M.  D.,  consulting  physician ;  G.  T.  Elliott,  M.  D.,  consulting  physi- 
cian. 

Nursery  and  Child's  Hospital, — G  T.  Elliott,  M.  D.,  attending  physician ; 
H.  C.  Cox,  M.  D.,  attending  physician  ;  Geo.  A.  Peters,  M.  D.,  attending  phy- 
sician ;  F.  U.  Johnston,  M.  D.,  attending  physician. 

Demiit  Dispensary, — Jno.  O.  Bronson,  M.  D.,  house  physician;  Wm.  B. 
Bibbins,  M.  D.,  visiting  physician ;  D.  L.  Conant,  M.  D.,  attending  surgeon ;  T. 

G.  Thomas,  M.  D.,  attending  physician ;  Gouv.  M.  Smith,  M.  D.,  attending 

Shysician ;  I.  Cununings,  M.  D.,  assistant  visiting  physician ;  W.  R.  Donaghe, 
[.  D.,  attending  surgeon ;  Elisha  Harris,  M.  D.,  attending  physician ;  Jno.  A. 
Bartholf,  M.  D.  attending  physician. 

New  York  Academy  rf  Medicine, — J.  F.  Batchelder,  M.  D.,  president ;  John 
Watson,  M.  D.,  vice-president;  W.  H.  Van  Buren,  M.  D.,  vice-president;  S. 
Conant  Foster,  M.  D.,  vice-president ;  C.  E.  Isaacs,  M.  D.,  vice-president ;  0. 
T.  Hey  wood,  M.  D.,  recording  secretary ;  S.  T.  Hubbard,  M.  D.,  dom.  corre- 
sponding secretary ;  Jas.  O.  Pond,  M.  D.,  treasurer ;  Samuel  Rotten,  M.  D.,  li- 
brarian ;  W.  W.  Blakcman,  M.  D.,  trustee ;  Ed.  L.  Beadle,  M.  D.,  trustee ; 
Benj.  Ogden,  M.  D.,  trustee ;  F.  U.  Johnston,  M.  D.,  assistant  secretary;  B.  F. 
Barker,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  Gurdon  Buck,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  H.  D. 
Bulkley,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  F.  J.  Bumstead,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  Thos. 
Cock,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  Thos.  F.  Cock,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  J.  J. 
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Crane,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  Geo  T.  Elliott,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  T.  C. 
Finncll,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  J.  W.  Francis,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  J.  P. 
Garrish,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  0.  R.  Gilman,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  J.  H. 
Griscom,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  T.  M.  Halsted,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  E.  Har- 
ris, M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  J.  H.  Hinton,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow  ;  Isaac  Wood, 
M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  J.  R.  Wood,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow  ;  Jas.  Anderson,  M. 
D.,  resident  fellow ;  E.  Acosta,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  E.  H.  Davis,  M.  D^ 
resident  fellow ;  A.  K.  Gardner,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  Ed.  Delafiel^,  M.  D, 
resident  fellow :  Joel  Foster,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  J.  C.  Beales,  M.  D.,  resi- 
dent fellow ;  R.  W.  Barry,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  H.  W.  Brown,  M.  D^  resi- 
dent fellow ;  J.  C.  Forrester,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow  ;  H.  S.  Downs,  M.  D.,  resi- 
dent fellow ;  F.  S.  Edwards,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  F.  Elliott,  M.  D.,  resident 
fellow ;  R.  Pennell,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  T.  W.  Richards,  M.  D.,  resident 
fellow ;  A.  Underbill,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  Jos.  Wooster,  M.  D.,  resident 
fellow ;  J.  W.  S.  Gouley,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  E.  H.  Janes,  M.  D.,  resident 
fellow ;  C.  Heuschell,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow  ;  A.  Gescheidt,  M.  D.,  resident  fel- 
low;  A.  N.  Gunn,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  Wm.  H.  Maxwell,  M.  D.,  resident 
fellow;  E.  Hall,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow;  Jared  Linsley,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow; 
John  McClelland,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow;  E.Lee  Jones, M.D.,  resident  fellow; 
B.  W.  McCready,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow;  W.  Parker,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow; 
G.  A.  Sabine,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow  ;  L.  A.  Sayer,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  J. 
M.  Sims,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  C.  D.  Smith,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow  ;  M.  Smith, 
M.  D.,  resident  fellow;  Mark  Stephenson,  M.  D., resident  ellofw;  J.  E. Taylor, 
M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  T.  G.  Thomas,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  W.  H.  Van  Bn- 
ren,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow  ;  Wm.  Minor,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow  ;  Jos.  Martin, 
M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  J.  W.  Ranney,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow  ;  John  Priestley, 
M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  Alex.  H.  Stevens,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow  ;  W.  C.  Liv- 
ingston, M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  Stephen  Smith,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  Gfo. 
Lewis,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  Jas.  D.  Fitch,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow ;  Charles 
A.  Budd,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow;  N.  C.  Hosted,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow;  Th'» 
W.  Horsfield,  M.  D.,  resident  fellow. 

New  York  Medical  College. — Horace  Green,  M.  D.,  president  of  faculty  ;  E. 
H.  Davis,  M.  D.,  professor  of  materia  medica ;  B.  F.  Barker,  M.  D.,  professor 
of  obstetrics ;  R.  Ogden  Doremus,  M.  D.,  professor  of  chemistry  ;  J.  M.  Ca^ 
nochan,  M.  D.,  professor  of  surgery ;  H.  G.  Cox,  M.  D.,  professor  of  theory 
and  practice ;  E.  R.  Peaselee,  M.  D.,  professor  of  physiology ;  Chas.  A.  Budd, 
M.  D.,  lecturer  on  obstetrics. 

New  York  Pathological  Society, — E.  R.  Peaselee,  M.  D.,  president ;  E.  Har- 
ris, M.  D.,  vice-president ;  E.  Lee  Jones,  M.  D.,  secretary ;  W.  B.  Bibbins,  M. 
D.,  treasurer;  T.  C.  Finnell,  M.  D.,  curator. 

Brooklyn  City  Hospital, — James  Crane,  M.  D.,  attending  physician  ;  H.  S. 
Smith,  M.  D.,  attending  physician ;  George  Cochran,  M.  D.,  attending  physi- 
cian ;  C.  E.  Isaacs,  M.  D.,  attending  surgeon ;  Daniel  E.  Kissam,  attending 
surgeon ;  J.  C.  Hutchinson,  attending  surgeon ;  Jos.  M.  Minor,  M.  D.,  attend- 
ing surgeon. 

College  of  Physicians  and  Surgeons, — Thomas  Cock,  M.  D.,  president ;  Ed. 
Delafield,  M.  D.,  emeritus  professor  of  obstetrics ;  Willard  Parker,  M.  D,,  pro- 
fessor of  surg'jry ;  Joseph  M.  Smith,  M.  D.,  professor  of  materia  medica ;  G. 
R.  Gilman,  M.  D.,  professor  of  obstetrics. 

University  Medical  College. — Wm.  H.  Van  Buren,  M.  D.,  professor  of  anat- 
omy ;  Alfred  C.  Post,  M.  D.,  professor  of  surgery ;  J.  T.  Metcalfe,  M.  D.,  pro- 
fessor of  practice. 
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The  Boston  Appeal. 

To  THE  Public:  The  power  of  etheric  vapors  to  produce  a  safe  inseusi- 
Bibility  to  pain  during  surgical  operations,  and  on  other  occasions  of  great 
physical  suffering,  is  one  of  the  most  beneficent  discoveries  that  has  been 
conferred  upon  the  human  race.  It  is  generally  conceded  that  Dr.  W.  T.  G. 
Morton,  of  Boston,  was  instrumental  in  presenting  this  fact  to  the  world. 
T^early  the  whole  of  the  medical  profession  [see  page  35  et  seqA  of  this  city, 
in  the  midst  of  whom  the  discovery  was  made,  together  with  other  bodies 
of  competent  persons,  who  have  investigated  its  origin,  have,  after  careful 
Bcrutiny,  concurred  in  assigning  this  merit  to  Dr.  Morton,  and  public  opinion 
lias  long  since  confirmed  their  verdict. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  enter  in  detail  into  the  circumstances  which  have  pre- 
vented Dr.  Morton  from  receiving  any  pecuniary  benefit  from  this  discovery. 

The  fact  is  certain,  that  Dr.  Morton  has  been  an  instrument,  under  Divine 
Providence,  of  introducing  to  the  world  one  of  the  most  remarkable  discoveries 
of  this  or  any  other,  age,  and  that  he  has  received  no  reward  for  it  but  the 
consciousness  of  having  done  so. 

We  are  sure  that  we  interpret  the  feeling  of  thousands  when  we  say  that  a 
substantial  national  memorial  should  be  presented  to  Dr.  Morton. 

How  often  has  the  poor  sufferer  risen  from  beneath  the  surgeon's  knife,  with 
nerves  untouched  by  the  slightest  sensation  of  the  torture  that  would  otherwise 
have  been  his !  How  often  has  the  mother  passed  in  unconscious  slumber, 
through  "the  perils  of  childbirth,"  to  wake  to  ner  new  happiness,  without  one 
memory  of  its  agonies,  and  breathed,  with  the  prayer  of  thanksgiving  to  God,  a 
thought  of  him — to  her,  perhaps,  the  unknown  discoverer — whose  happy  con- 
ception, perseverance,  and  courage,  first  established  the  astonishing  fact  that 
the  human  frame  may  suffer  all  the  conditions,  and  not  one  of  the  sensations  of 
pain !  What  has  already  occurred  throughout  the  whole'  world  since  this 
discovery  was  made ;  in  hospitals,  in  private  chambers  of  the  sick,  on  fields  of 
battle,  on  the  ocean,  and  on  the  land — wherever  humanity  undergoes  the  "  ills 
that  flesh  is  heir  to" — is  to  occur  through  countless  ages,  while  the  race  is  left 
upon  earth!  And  yet,  year  rolls  after  year,  and  the  spontaneous  gratitude 
that  is  felt  and  uttered  whenever  and  wherever  this  great  discovery  is  used  or 
contemplated,  finds  no  permanent  voice,  because  no  efforts  are  made  to  concen- 
trate and  direct  it  to  its  object. 

We  propose  that  such  efforts  be  now  made.  We  think  that  the  people  of 
the  United  States,  acting  individually,  should  do  what  their  government  has 
neglected,  or  been  unable  to  do.  National  testimonials,  established  by  the 
voluntary  contributions  of  individuals,  have  been  adopted  in  all  countries,  to 
mark  the  public  sense  of  services  to  the  human  family,  especially  when  such 
services  have  reflected  honor  and  distinction  upon  the  country  where  they  have 
been  performed. 

We  propose  that  a  national  subscription  be  instituted,  the  avails  of  which 
shall  be  paid  into  the  hands  of  Amos  A.  Lawrence  and  John  Lowell, 
esquires,  as  trustees — to  be  held,  appropriated,  and  invested  upon  such  trusts, 
and  for  such  uses,  for  the  benefit  of  Dr.  Morton,  as  the  trustees  may 
determine. 

James  Jackson,  M.  D.,  Jacob  Bigelow,  M.  D.,  S.  D.  Townsend,  M.  D.,  John 
Jeffries,  M.  D.,  Edward  Reynolds,  M.  D.,  John  Homans,  M.  D.,  M.  S.  Perry, 
M.  D.,  0.  W.  Holmes,  M.  D.,  John  War^,  M.  D.,  George  Hayward,  M.  D.,  J. 
Mason  Warren,  M.  D.,  Henry  J.  Bigelow,  M.  D.,  Charles  G.  Putnam,  M.  D., 
Richard  H.  Dana,  jr.,  esq.,  Alexander  H.  Vinton,  D.D.,  S.  K.  Lothrop,  D.  D., 
John  B.  Fitzpatrick,  bishop  of  Boston,  William  H.  Prescott,  historian,  N. 
Adams,  D.  D.,  Hon.  Rufus  Ghoate,  Charles  P.  Curtis,  esq.,  F.  C.  Loring,  esq., 


62  DB.   WM.   T.   G.    HOBTON. 

Hon.  G.  S.  Hillard,  William  Dehon,  esq.,  Benj.  Peirce,  professor  Harvard 
University,  F.  D.  Huntington,  D.  D.,  Henry  W.  Longfellow,  professor  Har- 
vard University,  Jared  Sparks,  president  Harvard  University^  R.  B.  Forbe, 
esq.,  P.  W.  Chandler,  esq.,  Alex.  H.  Rice,  mayor  of  Boston,  Hon.  Robert  C. 
Winthrop. 

MEMORIAL  OP  THE  MEMBERS  OF  THE  MASSACHUSETTS  MEDICAL  SOCIETY. 

To  the  honorahle  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  Staia 

in  Congress  asseinbled: 

The  undersigned  hereby  testify  to  your  honorable  body  that,  in  their  opinion, 
Dr.  William  T.  G.  Morton  first  proved  to  the  world  that  ether  would  produce 
insensibility  to  the  pain  of  surgical  operations,  and  that  it  could  be  used  with 
safety.  In  their  opinion,  his  fellow-men  owe  a  debt  to  him  for  this  knowledge. 
Wherefore  they  respectfully  ask  a  recognition  by  Congress  of  his  services  to  his 
country  and  mankind : 

John  C.  Warren,  M.  D.,  senior  surgeon  Massachusetts  Greneral  Hospital,  and 
late  president  American  Medical  Society,  and  emeritus  professor  of  anatomy  oi 
Harvard  University ;  George  Hayward,  M.  D.,  president  Massachusetts  Medical 
Society  and  surgeon  Massachusetts  General  Hospital ;  J.  Mason  Warren,  M. 
D.,  surgeon  Massachusetts  General  Hospital ;  S.  D.  Townsend,  M.  D.,  surgeon 
Massachusetts  General  Hospital ;  S.  Parkman,  M.  D.,  surgeon  Massachuaettg 
General  Hospital ;  Henry  G.  Bigclow,  M.  D.,  surgeon  Massachusetts  Gren^ 
Hospital,  and  professor  of  surgery  Harvard  University ;  Henry  G.  Clark,  M. 
D.,  surgeon  Massachusetts  General  Hospital  and  city  physician  ;  Jacob  Big^ 
low,  M.  D.,  professor  materia  medica  Harvard  University,  and  president  of  the 
American  Academy  of  Arts  and  Sciences,  and  physician  to  3Iassachusettd 
General  Hospital;  Oliver  W.  Holmes,  M.  D.,  professor  of  anatomy.  Harvard 
University ;  Henry  I.  Bowditch,  M.  D.,  physician  Massachusetts  General  H(»- 
pital ;  D.  Humphreys  Storer,  M.  D.,  physician  Massachusetts  General  Hospital; 
M.  S.  Perry,  M.D.,  physician  Massachusetts  General  Hospital;  James  Jackson, 
M.  D.,  George  C.  Shattuck,  M.  D.,  John  JefiPries,  M.  D.,  Edward  Reynolds;  M. 
D.,  consulting  physicians  and  surgeons  Massachusetts  General  Hospital ;  Edward 
Reynolds,  M.  D.,  W.  Hooper,  M.  D.,  George  A.  Bethune,  M.  D.,  Massachusetts 
Charitable  Eye  and  Ear  Infirmary ;  John  L.  Fox,  M.  D.,  surgeon  United  States 
navy,  Chelsea  Naval  Hospital ;  Walter  Channing,  John  Homans,  president 
Sufiblk  District  Medical  Society;  Z.  B.  Adams,  John  C.  Hayden,  John  Ware, 
Ephraim  Buck,  George  Bartlett,  Jonas  H.  Lane,  Anson  Hooker,  Henry  Dyer, 
Augustus  A.  Gould,  Charles  Gordon,  Joseph  S.  Jones,  Samuel  Ivueeland,  jr., 
T.  Fletcher  Oakes,  George  Hubbard,  Charles  W.  Moore,  Richard  H.  Salicr, 
Fytche  Edward  Oliver,  William  J.  Dale,  William  Edward  Coale,  James  W. 
Stone,  B.  W.  Newell,  Franeis  A.  Willard,  William  Hawes,  Charles  Mifflin,  J 
Wippasne,  Abraham  A.  Watson,  Aaron  P.  Richardson,  Henry  A.  Ward,  Wil- 
liam Bowen  Morris,  James  B.  Gregorson,  William  W.  Morland,  M.  C.  Greene, 
Horace  Stacey,  Franklin  F.  Patch,  Samuel  L.  Abbott,  John  H.  Dix,  James  Ayer, 
Joseph  J.  Fdles,  P.  Wilbrand,  Ezra  Bartlstr,  S.  F.  Parcher,  James  Hyndman, 
Henry  S.  Lee,  E.  D.  Cleveland,  John  Stevens,  Ira  W.Tobie,  J.  Everett  Henrick, 
N.  C.  Stevens,  Enock  C.  Rolfe,  Henry  Willard,  A.  Alexander,  D.  McGowan, 
Thomas  R.  Owens,  Luther  Claik,  Charles  T.  Hofienvane,  Samuel  Morrill,  Silas 
Durkee,  George  Stevens  Jones,  Jesse  Chickering,  J.  A.  Tarbell,  George  H. 
Lyman,  Henry  W.  Williams,  J.  Randolph  Lincoln,  George  Derby,  W^arren  J. 
Whitney,  Francis  Minot,  D.  D.  Slade,  W.  E.  Townsend,  John  B.  Alley,  George 
H.  Gay,  Luther  Parks,  jr..  William  G.  Wheeler,  F.  H-  Gray,  James  F.  Harlow 
George  Russell,  Charles  E.  Ware,  E.  W.  Blake,  Edward  H.  Clark,  Samnel 
Gregg,  E.  D,  Miller,  C.  G.  Putnam,  Charles  A.  Phelps,  John  Odin,  jr.,  Joseph 
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Reynolds,  Greorge  Hayward,  jr.,  Henry  Osgood  Stone,  G.  Newton  Thompson, 
J.  M.  Phipps,  Abner  Phelps,  Josiah  Curtis,  E.  D.  G.  Palmer,  Daniel  V.  Folts, 
R.  L.  Hinckley,  J.  W.  Hinckley,  M.  B.  Leonard,  P.  E.  Molloy,  Henry  Bryant, 
Charles  E.  Buckingham,  J.  W.  Warren,  jr.,  D.  D.  Smith,  George  Tower,  Wil- 
liam Read,  J.  F.  W.  Lane,  Const.  B.  O'Donnell,  M.  R.  C.  S.  E.,  John  S.  H. 
Fogg,  Edmund  T.  Eastman,  William  S.  Coffin,  John  C.  Sharp,  Alexander  S. 
Butler,  Benjamin  B.  Appleton,  M.  Mattson,  David  Thayer,  J.  C.  Sanborn,  E. 
A.  Kittredge. 

Charlestotcn. — E.  E.  Braun,  A.  J.  Bellows,  Benjamin  Seabury,  George  W. 
Otis,  jr.,  Charles  H.  Allen,  A.  C.  Webber,  I.  P.  Alden,  W.  W.  Wellington,  H. 
L.  Chase,  Charles  F.  Foster,  A.  J.  Cummings,  Thomas  J.  Stevens,  Hutchinson 
Germaine,  Alexander  Poole,  James  B.  Forsyth,  John  Toomey. 

CAe/*ea.— j-William  Ingalls,  physician  and  surgeon  United  States  Marine 
Hospital. 

Salem, — A.  L.  Peirson,  William  Mack,  George  Choate,  William  Henry 
Prince,  J.  G.  W6od,  James  Stone,  jr.,  E.  B.  Pierson,  George  C.  S.  Choate, 
George  A.  Perkins,  H.  Wheatland,  Samuel  Johnson,  Edward  A.  Holyoke 

Taunton. — Alfred  Baylies,  H.  B.  Hubbard,  Horace  Bowen,  Ebenezer  Dawes, 
William  Dickinson,  Daniel  King,  George  Leonard. 

Neichuryport, — E.  Cross,  S.  M.  Gale. 

Lynn, — A.  S.  Adams,  J.  T.  Galloupe,  Daniel  Perley,  D.  A.  Johnson,  E. 
Porter  Eastman,  James  M.  Nye,  John  Renton,  Nathaniel  Ruggles,  Charles  M. 
Weeks,  Edward  Newhall. 

Worcester, — Henry  Clarke,  Samuel  Flagg,  George  A.  Bates,  Charles  W. 
Whitcomb,  Joseph  Sargent,  Oramel  Martin,  William  Workman,  Rufus  Wood- 
ward, Henry  Sargent,  A.  Goulet,  P.  B.  Mignoult,  Benjamin  Heywood,  John  E. 
Hathaway. 

Springfield, — James  M.  Smith,  Edwin  Seeger,  N.  Adams,  A.  S.  McClean, 
Alfred  Lambert,  C.  C.  Chaffee,  H.  A.  Hamilton,  Henry  B.  Vaille,  D.  C. 
Perkins. 

Pittsfield, — H  H.  Childs,  president  of  Berkshire  Medical  Institution;  N.  8. 
Barnes,  0.  S.  Root,  Frank  A.  Cady,  0.  E.  Brewster,  Nathaniel  Foote,  Avery 
Williams,  A.  N.  Allen,  L.  F.  Humeston,  Willard  Clough,  Clark  F.  Hall,  N.  J. 
Wilson. 

New  Bedford, — T.  S.  Mayhew,  Johnson  Clark,  John  H.  Jennings,  William 
A.  Gordon,  Elijah  Colby,  C.  D.  Stickney,  John  Howell  Mackie,  Paul  Spooner. 

Fall  i2e>^.-— James  W.  Hartly,  P.  A.  Smith,  Jerome  Dwelly,  Foster  Hooper, 
E.  T.  Learned. 

Lowell, — John  0.  Green,  Henry  Whiting,  J.  P.  Jewett  J.  D.  Pillsbury, 
Elisha  Huntington,  John  W.  Graves,  Charles  A.  Savery,  Joel  Spalding,  David 
Wells,  Benjamin  Skelon,  H.  Pillsbury,  P.  P.  Campbell,  L.  B.  Morse,  Charles 
A.  Davis,  Ployer  G.  Kittredge,  Daniel  Holt,  Daniel  Mowe,  J.  W.  Scribner. 

Lawrence, — George  W.  Sanborn,  William  D.  Lamb,  David  Dana,  J.  H. 
Morse. 

South  Andover, — James  Howarth,  W.  H.  Kimball. 

Dedham. — Jeremy  Stimson,  D.  P.  Wight,  H.  F.  Spear. 

Fitchburg,—T\io%,  R.  Boutelle,  Levi  Pillsbury,  T.  W.  Wadsworth,  W.  M. 
Barrett,  Henry  M.  Linrad. 

Plymouth,— J &mea  L.  Hunt,  Winslow  Warren,  Benjamin  Hubbard,  Timothy 
Gordon. 

Hingham, — ^Ezra  Stephenson,  Robert  T.  P.  Fiske. 

Quincy, — ^Ebenezer  Woodward,  William  G.  Pattie,  W.  Goddard. 

Danvers, — Andrew  Nicholls,  Joseph  Osgood,  David  A.  Grosvenor,  George 
Osgood. 

Marblehead, — James  C.  Briggs,  Chandler  Flagg,  Daniel  Gill. 

Beverly. — ^W.  C.  Boyden,  Charles  Haddock,  Ingalls  Kittredge. 
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Gloucester,— Isaac  P.  SmitL,  C.  H.  Hildreth,  George  W.  Smith. 
Rockport, — Benjamin  Haskell,  Lemuel  Gott,  Oscar  D.  Abbott. 
Newton, — Henry  Bigelow,  Cyrus  K.  Bartlet. 
Framingkam, — Simon  Whitney,  AUston  W.  Whitney. 
MUford, — Francis  Leland,  Theodore  0.  Cornish. 

Historical  statement. 

The  foregoing  pages  set  forth  in  outline  the  fact  that  there  is  a  very  general 
movement  among  the  American  peoph?,  inaugurated  by  leading  members  of  the 
profession  in  Boston,  New  York,  and  Philadelphia,  in  behalf  of  one  of  the  most 

Eraiseworthy  objects  which  can  appeal  to  patrons  of  science  or  the  friends  of 
umanity.  They  show  that  the  noble  work  is  at  last  undertaken,  which,  for 
more  than  twelve  years,  has  been  neglected  by  Congress,  to  preserve  the  shelter 
of  a  home  for  the  family  of  a  nation's  benefactor,  still  living,  from  the  clamorous 
creditors  to  whom  it  was  pledged  for  debts  incurred  in  making  and  promulgating 
a  discovery  which,  though  leaving  the  discoverer  poor,  has  made  the  whole 
world  his  debtor,  and  to  place  their  future  life  beyond  the  chances  and  vicissi- 
tudes of  fortune,  by  the  purchase  of  an  annuity. 

The  discovery  made  by  Dr.  Wm.  T.  G.  Morton,  of  Boston,  of  the  anaesthetic 
properties  of  sulphuric  ether,  and  the  safety,  certainty,  and  reliability  of  its 
effects  in  making  the  severest  surgical  operations,  childbirth,  and  other  scenes 
and  conditions  of  physical  suffering,  perfectly  painless,  is  a  discovery  already 
ranked  by  the  medical  profession  above  that  of  vaccination  by  Jenner,  to  whom 
the  English  Parliament  voted  large  sums  of  money,  and  for  whom  national 
testimonials  were  raised  and  medals  struck  in  other  nations ;  a  discovery  who«e 
benefits  are  not  confined  to  the  subjugation  of  pain,  but  which  are  continuallj 
unfolding  in  new  departments  of  the  healing  art 

This  national  movement  was  with  great  propriety  inaugurated  in  Boston,  the 
city  where  the  discoverer  lived  and  practiced  his  profession,  and  where  the  first 
successful  painless  surgical  operation  was  performed.  An  organization  to  raise 
a  national  testimonial  fund  in  his  behalf,  with  trustees  residing  in  Boston,  and 
treasurers  in  the  principal  cities  in  the  United  States,  is  already  established. 
Though  it  is  hardly  passed  beyond  its  inchoate  period,  it  has  enlisted  the  ener- 
getic co-operation  of  some  of  the  most  eminent  and  patriotic  persons  in  the 
Union.  All  will  learn  with  surprise  that  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  will 
not  more  than  reimburse  the  discoverer  of  this  anaesthetic  agent  for  his  outlays 
in  making  experiments  which  led  to  the  discovery,  in  establishing  its  value/in 
compelling  its  acceptance  by  the  world  in  spite  of  incredulity  and  indifference,  m 
establishing  the  priority  of  his  claims  over  post  facto  discoverers,  and  in  appli- 
cations to  Congress  to  induce  them  to  reimburse  him  for  his  actual  expenditures.* 

A  handsome  beginning  for  the  collection  of  this  sum  has  already  been  madcr 
though  much  remains  to  be  done.  Tlie  fund  has  received,  as  was  most  fitting, 
from  the  medical  institutions  of  Boston  and  vicinity,  and  from  eminent  and 
wealthy  persons  residing  in  that  seat  of  literature  and  science,  munificent  sub- 
scriptions. New  York,  too,  represented  in  the  same  way  by  her  medical  institu- 
tions and  her  wealthy  citizens,  has  shown  an  equal  promptitude  in  discharging 
this  debt  of  honor,  too  long  owing  to  a  nation's  benefactor. 

Such  is  a  brief  and  general  statement  of  the  objects  to  be  accomplished,  and 
the  present  stat«  of  the  enterprise. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  argue  at  any  great  length  for  the  character  or  success 
of  this  undertaking.  That  would  be  almost  an  insult  to  the  long  list  of  men 
distinguished  in  all  the  professions,  and  honorably  known  in  commerce  or  in  the 
more  secluded  walks  of  private  life,  who  now  appeal  to  the  public  at  larg*.  to  do 

o  See  '* Trials  of  a  Public  Benefactor." 
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justice  in  this  matter.  To  donbt  its  success  would  be  to  challeDge  the  sincerity 
.  of  the  great  bulk  of  the  medical  profession  in  Massachusetts,  New  York,  and 
Philadelphia,  who  ask  subscriptions  to  this  fund — would  be  to  say  that  the 
world  has  gone  back  in  the  present  century,  and  that  the  justice  given  to 
Jenner,  who  conquered  small-pox  in  the  last  century,  would  be  denied  to 
Morton,  who  may  be  said  to  have  conquered  pain  in  this. 

It  may  not  be  out  of  place,  however,  to  recall  here  the  universal  thrill  of  joy 
that  was  felt  when  it  was  first  announced  to  the  world  how  the  subtle  spirit  of 
ether  would  almost  everywhere  subdue  pain,  in  the  severest  surgical  operations, 
in  the  pangs  of  parturition,  in  the  numberless  cases  at  the  hospitals,  on  battle- 
fields in  time  of  war,  in  cottages  *'in  piping  times  of  peace,"  removing,  as  has 
been  well  said,  "  half  the  primal  curse,"  and  more  than  justifying  the  unstinted 
praise  of  the  foregoing  appeal  of  the  medical  profession  in  New  York,  which  says : 
"  In  view  of  these  advantages  from  the  use  of  anaesthetics,  we  feel  that  Dr. 
Morton,  the  first  to  demonstrate  their  safety  and  efficiency,  and  to  establish 
them  in  general  practice,  has  conferred  a  boon  upon  humanity  as  unperishable 
as  it  is  important,  and  one  of  stich  a  character  as  to  entitle  him  to  rank  among 
the  benefactors  of  mankind." 

Neither  is  this  the  place  or  time  to  set  forth  as  they  deserve  the  labors  and 
the  sufferings  which  Dr.  Morton  has  undergone  in  the  twelve  years  which  have 
succeeded  his  great  discovery.  The  story  of  his  wrongs,  his  patience,  his  per- 
severance, his  unconquerable  energy,  his  poverty,  his  enthusiasm,  his  success  in 
achieving  an  imperishable  honor,  and  his  failure  in  obtaining  the  slightest  emolu- 
ment for  an  invaluable  discovery,  which  the  world  now  freely  and  daily  uses, 
has  more  than  the  interest  of  romance.*  They  constitute  a  record  which,  ex- 
cept it  is  ended  by  the  success  of  the  movement  whose  inauguration  has  been 
set  forth  in  the  foregoing  pages,  will  stand  a  burning  disgrace  and  scandal  to 
the  profession  and  the  world  which  have  appropriated  and  used  a  discovery,  and 
left  the  discoverer  to  starve.  Shall  it  be  said  that,  through  his  connexion  with 
so  great  a  benefaction  to  the  human  race,  Dr.  Morton  is  to  be  left  unable  to 
preserve  to  his  children  the  paternal  acres  pledged  in  securing  it ;  unable  to  edu- 
cate his  children,  without  any  adequate  means  of  support,  and,  worse  than  all, 
unable  to  secure  for  himself  that  quiet  mode  of  life  demanded  by  the  ruined 
health  consequent  upon  his  hazardous  experiments,  and  upon  living  in  an  atmos- 
phere of  ether  for  so  many  months,  and  upon  the  labors  and  sufferings  which  he 
urderwent  in  detecting  and  establishing  the  anaesthetic  properties  of  the  sul- 
phuric ether?  These  appellants,  therefore,  now  appeal  directly  to  the  heart  of 
the  country,  which  rarely  fails  to  disprove  the  heartless  maxim  that  **  republics 
are  ungrateful,"  and  which  will  never  suffer  a  state  of  things  so  discreditable  as 
that  which  we  have  briefly  depicted  long  to  last. 

It  is  true  that  this  mode  of  raising  funds  to  consummate  a  simple  act  of  justice 
is  laborious  and  tedious.  The  present  success  of  the  movement  shows,  how- 
ever, that  that  is  the  only  great  objection,  and  that  individuals  and  institutions, 
and  the  country  at  large,  are  ready  and  anxious  to  discharge  their  obligations. 
The  "ether  controversy"  has  had  the  one  good  effect  of  waking  up  the  public 
to  the  existence  of  those  obligations.  The  sum  required  to  accomplish  the 
reimbursement  and  effect  the  designs  of  the  appellants  is,  as  we  have  said,  a 
large  one,  and  its  collection  by  individual  contributions,  over  an  extent  of  country 
so  vast  as  ours,  is  one  of  time;  but  it  will  derive  an  additional  value  as  coming 
directly  from  the  people,  and  the  zeal  and  energy  with  which  it  has  been  entered 
-  upon  by  the  profession  in  this  city  and  elsewhere  is  the  best  augury  of  success. 
May  it  soon  be  impossible  for  one  of  the  greatest  benefactors  of  the  human  race 
who  has  appeared  in  this  century  to  say,  "It  were  better  for  me,  infinitely  bettei 

o  See  "Trials  of  a  Public  Benefactor." 
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for  me  and  my  wife  and  children,  better  for  me  and  them  in  all  respects,  if  1  had 
buried  the  secret  of  the  victory  over  pain  in  my  breast  forever,  and  suffered 
centuries  to  elapse  before  it  came  forth  to  the  knowledge  of  the  world  by  some 
other  hand,  than  to  do  as  I  did,  hasten  to  make  it  known  by  all  forms  and  modes 
of  speech,  and  at  every  risk  of  health,  property,  and  even  life." 

PROCEEDINGS  OF  HOSPITALS. 

Massachusetti  General  Hospital, 

The  undersigned,  to  whom  a  proposition  of  the  trustees  of  this  hospital 
should  contribute  a  fund  to  be  established  for  the  benefit  of  Doctor  Morton  waa 
referred,  report: 

That  Doctor  Morton  is  known  to  have  been  chiefly  instrumental  in  conferring 
a  great  good  upon  his  race ; 

That  his  agency  in  a  discovery  which  has  alread}'  relieved  multitudes  from 
suffering  has  yielded  to  him  no  pecuniary  compensation  for  its  acknowledged 
benefits,  but  has,  on  the  contrary,  been  attended  by  many  sacrifices ; 

That  his  only  rewards  have  been  the  consciousness  of  a  great  service  ren- 
dered, and  a  title  to  fame ; 

That  the  government  of  the  country  has  omitted  to  provide  a  proper  reward; 

That  justice  entitles  him  to  remuneration,  and  that  the  only  moae  in  which 
it  seems  to  be  probable  that  the  means  of  doing  that  justice  can  be  furnished  is 
through  voluntary  contributions  from  the  philanthropic,  in  some  such  form  as  is 
now  suggested. 

Therefore,  your  committee  think  that  the  object  is  proper,  and  that  its  eariy 
attainment  is  to  be  desired;  so  that  the  only  question  is  whether  the  trustees 
may  properly  contribute  of  the  funds  of  this  institution  for  its  promotion. 

No  ordinary  circumstance  would  justify  the  trustees,  should  they  apply  any 
portion  of  the  funds  under  their  control  to  any  object  other  than  the  direct  relief 
of  the  sick  under  their  care. 

But  the  relations  between  Doctor  Morton  and  this  hospital,  in  regard  to  the 
great  discovery  which  prompts  the  proposed  memorial,  are  peculiar. 

The  first  important  surgical  operation  to  which  that  discovery  was  applied 
was  performed  within  its  walls  at  his  instance. 

At  a  time  when  he  supposed  that  his  agency  in  it  would  be  pecuniarily  re- 
warded by  those  who  should  derive  benefits  from  it,  he  conferred  upon  this 
hospital  the  right  to  profit  by  it  in  all  cases  without  any  charge. 

We  have  been  and  shall  continue  to  be  bonefited  by  it,  to  an  extent  which 
no  reasonable  amount  of  money  could  compensate  for. 

Doctor  Morton  and  his  friends  think  that  the  refusal  of  the  trustees  of  the 
Massachusetts  Greneral  Hospital  to  subscribe  to  the  contemplated  fimd  would 
prevent  its  foundation.  In  view  of  all  the  circumstances,  your  committee  think 
that  apprehension  well  founded. 

When  individuals  have  made  bequests,  or  rendered  remarkable  services  to  tl» 
institution,  the  trustees  have  deemed  it  proper  to  expend  such  sums  as  may  have 
been  required  to  procure  appropriate  memorials  of  them,  to  be  preserved  within 
the  walls  of  the  hospital;  and  your  committee  think  that  the  propriety  of  a  sub- 
scription toward  the  fund  which  it  is  now  proposed  to  establish  for  the  benefit 
of  Doctor  Morton  would  rest  safely  on  the  grounds  which  have  been  found  suf- 
ficient in  such  cases. 

They  therefore  recommend  that  the  subjoined  vote  be  passed. 

J.  THOMAS  STEVENSON, 
JOHN  LOWELL, 
*  Committee, 

Boston,  February  22, 1857. 
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Votedf  That  the  chainnan  of  this  hoard  be  requested  to  subscribe,  on  behalf  of 
the  Massachusetts  General  Hospital,  one  thousand  dollars  toward  the  fund  which 
it  is  proposed  to  establish  for  the  benefit  of  Doctor  W.  T.  G.  Morton,  as  a  me- 
'     morial  of  the  great  service  which  that  gentleman  has  rendered  to  science  and  to^ 
humanity,  in  connexion  with  the  discovery  of  the  uses  of  ether. 

Trustees. — Henry  B.  Rogers,  John  P.  Bigelow,  James  B.  Bradlee,  William  SI 
Bullard,  William  J.  Dale,  William  W.  Grecnough,  Thomas  Lamb,  John  Lowell, 
Bobert  M.  Mason,  Charles  H.Mills,  J.  Thomas  Stevenson,  Edward  Wigglesworth. 

Massachusetts  Eye  and  Ear  Infirmary. 

Voted,  That  the  secretary  of  this  board  be  authorized  to  subscribe,  on  behalf  of 

•    the  Massachusetts  Charitable  Eye  and  Ear  Infirmary,  two  hundred  dollars 

toward  the  fund  to  be  raised  for  the  benefit  of  Doctor  W.  T.  G.  Morton,  as  a 

-  recognition  of  the  greatest  discovery  of  modem  times,  and  an  acknowledgment 
^-   of  the  great  service  which  that  gentleman  has  rendered  to  science  and  humanity 

by  the  discovery  of  the  uses  of  ether. 
^        Trustees. — J.  H.  Walcott,  J.  W.  Edmands,  Henry  Rice,  Doctor  E.  Reynolds, 

6.  H.  Shaw,  C.  H.  Mills,  R.  W.  Hooper,  Moses  Grant,  James  Lawrence,  Doctor 
-:    S.  D.  Townsend,  J.  A.  Blanchard. 

THEODORE  FROTHINGHAM, 

-  Secretary. 

:■  New   York  Hospital. 

;  "George  T.  Trimble,  Esq.,  President  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  New 

York  Hospital: 

**  Sir  :  The  members  of  the  medical  profession  of  New  York  have  made  an 
appeal  in  behalf  of  Dr.  Wm.  T.  G.  Morton,  of  Boston,  who  was  the  first  to 
discover  and  demonstrate  by  experiment  the  power  of  sulphuric  ether  to  render 
the  human  economy  insensible  to  pain  under  surgical  operations. 

"  The  object  of  this  appeal  is  to  raise,  by  voluntary  contributions,  a  fund,  as- 
a  national  testimonial  for  his  benefit,  such  as  shall  be  a  worthy  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  priceless  value  of  a  discovery  which  has  already  done  and  i» 
constantly  doing  so  much  to  diminish  human  suffering. 

"Boston,  the  scene  of  Dr.  Morton's  labors,  has  taken  the  initiation  in  this 
effort,  and  has  made  a  noble  beginning. 

•*  It  is  believed  that  the  action  of  the  New  York  Hospital  in  reference  to  this 
appeal  will  exert  an  important  influence  on  other  kindred  institutions  in  this 
city  and  elsewhere,  and  it  is  therefore  earnestly  hoped  that  the  object  will  be 
regarded  with  favor  by  the  board  of  governors.  Nowhere  in  our  whole  land 
are  the  benefits  of  this  discovery  more  constantly  witnessed  than  in  the  New 
York  Hospital,  and  there  seems  to  be  special  propriety  in  such  an  institution 
acting  a  conspicuous  part  in  acknowledging  our  common  indebtedness  to  the* 
discoverer  of  such  a  boon  to  suffering  humanity. 

**  Having  been  delegated  to  present  this  object  to  your  board,  I  beg  leave, 
Mr.  President,  through  you,  to  submit  this  communication,  with  the  accom- 
panying appeal,  to  that  honorable  body  for  consideration  at  their  next  meeting. 

**  I  have  the  honor  to  remain,  very  respectfully,  your  o*bt  serv't, 

"GURDONBUCK,  M.D. 

"  New  York,  July  3,  1853." 

The  subject  being  thus  fairly  laid  before  the  custodians  of  the  institutions  of 
New  York,  the  Society  of  the  New  York  Hospital,  a  close  corporation,  go^ 
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by  the  gentlemen  named  in  the  note  appended,*  immediately  voted  that  their 
president,  Hon.  George  T.  Trimble,  subscribe  five  hundred  dollars  to  the  pro- 
posed fund. 

Commusianerg  of  Emigration,  of  the  State  of  New    York. 

"The  commissioners  of  emigration,  composed  of  the  gentlemen  named  in 
the  annexed  note,t  passed  the  following  resolution : 

"Resolved J  That  in  view  of  the  great  benefits  derived  by  the  institutions 
and  patients  under  the  charge  of  the  commissioners  of  emigration,  by  the  uie 
of  sulphuric  ether,  the  sum  of  two  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  be  donated  lo 
Dr.  Wm.  T.  G.  Morton,  the  discoverer  thereof,  as  a  consideration  of  the  feeling 
of  the  board,  with  an  expression  of  regret  that  the  present  state  of  the  funi 
under  their  charge  would  not  permit  the  commissioners  to  show  a  mow 
substantial  appreciation  of  the  great  importance  of  the  discovery." 

Bellevue  Hospital. 

The  governors  of  the  almshouse  referred  the  subject  to  the  conunittee  on 
Bellevue  Hospital  to  report.  While  considering  the  subject,  the  committee 
received  from  Stephen  Smith,  M.  D.,  secretary,  the  following  resolution,  unani- 
mously adopted  by  the  medical  board  of  Bellevue  Hospital  : 

'* Resolved,  That  the  medical  board  of  Bellevue  Hospital  cheerfdlly  expres? 
their  conviction  that  to  the  zeal,  perseverance,  and  skill  of  Dr.  Wm.  T.  Green 
Morton,  of  Boston,  in  using  sulphuric  ether  to  render  persons  insensible  to 
pain,  the  world  is  indebted  for  the  present  extended  and  beneficial  uw  oi 
anaesthetic  agents  in  the  practice  of  medicine  and  surgery ;  and  they  are  con- 
vinced that  but  for  his  energy,  courage,  and  success,  there  is  no  reason  to 
believe  that  mankind  would  yet  have  received  that  boon  from  any  of  tk 
gentlemen  whose  names  have  been  prominently  connected  with  this  subject 

"JOHN  W.  FRANCIS,  M.  D., 

"  President  Medical  Board. 

"Stephen  Smith,  M.  D.,  Secretary:* 

Referred  to  committee  on  Bellevue  Hospital. 

On  the  fourth  of  August  the  committee  to  whom  the  subject  was  referred 
reported  in  favor  of  appropriating  the  sum  of  $1,500. 

On  September  14  the  following  preamble  and  resolution,  appropriating 
fifteen  hundred  dollars;  was  adopted: 

"Resolved,  That  this  board  view  with  high  appreciation  the  initiatory  8te|e 
taken  by  the  medical  faculty  of  the  cities  of  Boston  and  New  York  » 
acknowledge,  in  a  substantial  manner,  the  discovery  and  appliances  of  sulphoiv 
ether  by  Dr.  Wm.  T.  G.  Morton ;  and  believing  the  same  to  be,  as  expres«ii 
and  set  forth  in  their  testimonials,  the  greatest  benefit  of  the  present  a^ 
rendered  to  science  and  humanity,  deem  it  our  duty,  in  consideration  there^. 

o  George  T.  Trimble,  Najah  Taylor,  Gulian  C.  Verplanck,  James  F.  DePeyster,  John  i 
Stevens,  James  I.  Jones,  Stacy  B.  Collius,  George  F.  Uussey,  Edwin  D.  Morgau,  Thv^ 
Golden  Murray,  llobert  Lenox  Kennedy,  John  David  Wolfe,  George  F.  Jones,  Joseph 
Walker,  lliomas  Hall  Faile,  Thomas  B  Stillman,  James  N.  Cobb,  George  T.  oiypbanl. 
John  C.  Green,  David  Clarkson,  Abram  S.  Hewitt,  Frederick  A.  Conkling,  Nathaniel  P 
Bailey,  Otis  D.  Swan,  Henry  L.  Pierson,  James  W.  Beekman. 

t  Gulian  C.  Verplanck,  prea't;  E  Crabtree,  vicepres't;  B.  Casserly,  •ec'y;  F.  D.  Mor- 
gan, Wilson  G.  Hunt,  Elijah  F.  Purdy,  John  P.  Gumming,  Cyrus  Curtis,  Mayor  of  Net 
York,  Mayor  of  Brooklyn,  President  of  the  German  Society,  President  of  the  Irish  Ezsi- 
grant  Society. 
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and  of  the  many  uses  to  which  the  same  has  been  applied  in  the  institutions 
under  our  charge,  to  unqualifiedly  indorse  the  same. 

"And  he  it  further  resolved^  That  the  sum  of  fifteen  hundred  dollars  be,  and 
the  same  is  hereby,  appropriated  as  compensation  for  the  use  of  sulphuric  ether 
in  the  hospital  under  our  charge,  and  the  same  be  taken  from  the  unexpended 
appropriation  of  Bellevue  Hospital." 

The  president  of  the  board  of  ten  governors  immediately  made  the  sub- 
scription to  the  proposed  fund. 

CORRESPONDENCE. 

During  the  last  summer  the  governor  of  Massachusetts,  N.  P.  Banks,  late 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  wrote  to  his  excellency  the  governor 
of  New  York  that  "a  national  subscription,  intended  as  an  acknowledgment  of 
his  (Dr.  Morton's)  great  public  service  in  the  discovery,  and  introduction  to 
common  use,  of  this  important  power,  (sulphuric  ether,)  has  been  commenced 
here  under  the  auspices  of  gentlemen  of  the  highest  professional  standing,  who 
were  themselves  witnesses  of  the  successive  steps  through  which  this  discovery 
was  made.  They  are  men  whose  names  alone  are  a  guarantee  that  their  statements 
may  be  relied  upon,  and  no  words  of  mine  can  aid  in  giving  their  opinion  strength. 
In  addition  to  that  of  merchants  and  professional  men  of  the  first  eminence,  you 
will  find  in  the  publication  made  by  the  trustees  of  the  fund  to  be  raised  a 
petition  to  the  President,  signed  by  a  majority  of  the  members  of  the  thirty-third 
Congress,  which  is,  I  think,  to  be  regarded  as  an  evidence  of  the  very  general 
estimate  which  was  made  of  the  claims  of  Dr.  Morton  upon  the  government  and 
the  public. 

"  The  subscription  has  been  liberally  commenced  in  Boston,  but  it  is  thought 
that  other  cities  that  have  been  benefited  by  the  discovery  should  participate  in 
the  recognition  of  the  merits  of  the  discoverer,  and  in  making  him  appropriate 
honors.  I  hope  that  other  cities  may  imitate  the  example  of  Boston  in  this  re- 
spect, and  contribute  something  to  aid  and,  I  may  say,  relieve  one  who  is  cer- 
tainly deserving  of  great  credit,  and  who  has  as  yet  received  no  advantage  from 
his  discovery." 

Dr.  James  Jackson  wrote  to  George  Ripley,  one  of  the  editors  of  the  Ameri- 
can Cyclopedia :  "  To  him  (Dr.  Morton)  the  world  owes  at  least  the  introduction 
for  useful  purposes  of  sulphuric  ether,  by  employment  of  which,  by  inhalation, 
he  proved  that  insensibility  mierht  be  produced  in  a  human  subject  with  safety, 
and  be  maintained  during  powerful  surgical  operations.  It  is  now  more  than 
eleven  years  since  he  made  this  discovery  known.  At  the  present  day  the  ben- 
efit of  it  is  known  throughout  the  civilized  portion  of  the  world.  Every  day 
the  persons  who  use  the  article  must  be  counted  by  thousands.  If  the  knowl- 
edge of  it  could  be  lost  millions  and  millions  of  dollars  could  be  raised  for  the  re- 
covery of  it.  Every  man  is  liable  to  the  misfortunes  which  would  make  the  use 
of  it  invaluable  to  him. 

"  Is  not  something  due  to  the  gentleman  who  introduced  the  use  of  ether  for 
the  use  of  the  present  and  all  future  generations  of  men  ?  Shall  it  be  recorded 
in  history  that  he  lived  on  a  very  small  income  while  millions  were  blessing  his 
discovery  ?  Should  he  not  be  paid  in  some  substantial  manner  ?  As  I  under- 
stand the  matter,  his  business  has  been  destroyed,  strange  to  say,  and  he  needs 
aid.  May  I  ask  you  to  make  his  case  known  in  New  York,  in  the  hope  that 
he  may  receive  the  evidence  of  such  gratitude  as  is  due  to  him?" 

Dr.  Jacob  Bigelow,  president  of  the  Academy  of  Arts  and  Sciences,  wrote  to 
Dr.  Parker,  that,  "  I  hope  the  community  who  are  daily  deriving  the  benefit  of 
his  (Dr.  Morton's)  inestimable  discovery  will  not  be  insensible  to  the  debt  they 
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owe  him.  He  is  the  only  man  without  whom  the  world  would  at  this  day  haTf 
wanted  the  blessing  of  anaesthetic  inhalation." 

Dr.  O.  W.  Holmes  wrote  to  Willard  Parker,  M.  D. :  **  It  gives  me  grett 
pleasure  to  add  my  name  to  tliat  of  my  friends  who  have  recommended  the  dtjm 
of  Dr.  W.  T.  G.  Morton  to  your  favorable  notice. 

"  A  surgeon  in  great  business  like  yourself  must  know  well  what  we  owe  to 
the  discoverer  of  the  use  of  ether  in  surgery.  The  part  Dr.  Moilon  took  in  ^ 
is  matter  of  history,  and  I  cannot  but  think  you  will  agree  with  us  in  believing 
that  but  for  his  happy  audacity  we  should  have  waited  an  indefinite  period  far 
the  discovery. 

"  I  write  this  time,  therefore,  to  request  your  kind  consideration  of  the  gnb- 
ject  that  will  be  presented  to  your  notice,  not  professing  to  have  any  persowl 
claim  upon  your  valuable  time,  but  considering  that  your  position  entitles  jod 
to  the  honor  of  being  among  the  foremost  in  every  movement  involving  the  in- 
terest of  science  and  humanity." 

Dr.  John  Jeffnes  wrote  to  Willard  Parker,  M.  D. :  "  Of  the  justice  to  lib 
^Dr.  Morton's)  claim,  as  the  person  by  whom  this  great  benefaction  was  con- 
ferred on  the  medical  profession,  and  upon  mankind,  I  entertain  no  doubt ;  and 
consequently,  of  the  weight  of  obligations  which  physicians  and  societies  atlai^ 
are  under  to  him  for  this  benefit.  A  public  benefaction  has  been  set  on  foot  for 
Dr.  Morton,  who  is  himself  poor,  and  made  so,  in  some  measure,  in  conseqaence 
of  his  agency  in  providing  a  blessing  for  mankind.  It  has  my  full  approoatiffli 
and  best  wishes  for  its  success.  I  would  also  express  my  confidence  in  the  phn 
and  details  by  which  it  was  carried  out,  arising  from  the  high  character  for  in- 
telligence and  integrity  of  gentlemen  under  whose  auspices  it  is  to  be  conducted 
Whatever  you  may  please  to  do  to  aid  will  be  on  the  side  of  justice  and  humanity." 

Dr.  S.  D.  Townsend,  one  of  the  surgeons  of  Massachusetts  General  HospitiL 
wrote  to  Willard  Parker,  M.  D. :  "  Having  been  conversant  with  the  use  of  etber 
from  the  first  day  of  its  introduction,  I  nave  always  given  to  Dr.  Morton  tk 
credit  of  being  the  author  of  its  extensive  employment  into  our  profession.  Tk 
object  of  this  movement  is  to  obtain  subscriptions  to  a  fund,  to  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  trustees  for  his  (Dr.  Morton's)  benefit,  which  is  to  be  raised  from  differ- 
ent hospitals  in  the  country  that  have  been  so  greatly  benefited  by  its  use.  Dr. 
Morton's  pecuniary  circumstances  have  been  greatly  reduced  by  the  exclusiTe 
attentions  he  has  paid  to  this  object,  having  entirely  broken  up  the  busines 
which  he  was  extensively  engaged  in,  and  he  needs  the  aid  of  all  profesuionai 
men  who  have  been  so  greatly  benefited  by  this  discovery.  I  am  sure  I  can 
rely  upon  you  to  give  it  all  the  assistance  which  your  prominent  situation  can 
afford  him." 

Nathaniel  I.  Bowditch,  esq.,  in  a  letter  to  Amos  A.  Lawrence  and  John 
Lowell,  trustees  of  the  Morton  fund,  says :  "  Circumstances,  as  you  are  aware, 
made  me  originally  take  great  interest  in  the  ether  discovery.  In  the  hospiul 
report,  and  a  pamphlet  in  vindication  of  it,  I  have  expressed  as  forcibly  as  in 
my  power  my  conviction  that  it  is  to  the  boldness,  energy,  and  perseverance  (*f 
Dr.  Morton  that  the  world  owes  the  demonstration  of  this  great  truth  of  science. 
I  have  never  seen  the  slightest  reason  for  doubting  the  accuracy  of  the  conch- 
sion  at  which  I  first  arrived.  It  happens  that  in  my  own  person  I  have  already 
had  occasion  to  be  especially  thankful  for  this  blessing.  Ether  has  been  admin- 
istered to  me  no  less  than  seven  times,  and  on  each  occasion  has  saved  me  from 
great  suffering.  I  consider  Dr.  Morton,  indeed,  to  be  one  of  my  permanent  at- 
tendant physicians,  and  one  the  value  of  whose  prescription  cannot  be  estimated 
in  money  or  expressed  in  words.  I  have  therefore  cheerfully  subscribed  $500 
on  the  book  which  you  sent  me." 

Thomas  B.  Curtis,  esq.,  of  Boston,  in  a  letter  to  William  E.  Bo  wen,  esq^  of 
Philadelphia :  "  Dr.  Morton  first  made  known  to  the  world  the  blessed  eflFecta  of 
ether  in  doing  away  with  pain.     Instead  of  riches  and  honor,  he  has  reaped 


DR.    WM.    T.   G.   MORTON.  71 

nothiug  from  his  great  discovery.  Our  government  has  cheated  him,  but  they 
have  not  deprived  him  of  the  support  of  the  most  eminent  surgeons  in  America, 
and  the  sympathy  of  many  of  our  best  citizens." 

Dr.  William  H.  Van  Buren,  of  the  New  York  Hospital,  in  a  letter  to  Professor 
Neill,  of  Philadelphia  :  "Here  there  was  no  dissenting  voice  in  the  right  quarter, 
that  is,  among  the  profession,  and  I  think  on  the  broad  ground  of  humanity  Dr. 
Morton  has  a  right  to  our  support.  His  misfortunes  entitle  him  to  our  regard 
above  all  other  considerations.*' 

Dr.  Fordyce  Barker,  of  the  Bellevue  Hospital,  New  York,  in  a  letter  to  Dr. 
Edward  Hartshome,  of  Philadelphia :  "  The  profession  in  this  city  and  in  Boston 
liave  with  great  unanimity  made  an  effort  to  induce  the  people  to  bestow  upon 
Dr.  Morton  some  reward  proportioned  to  the  value  of  his  discovery,  and  it  is 
hoped  that  our  brethren  in  Philadelphia  will  join  heartily  in  the  endeavor." 

Dr.  Oeorge  T.  Eliot,  of  the  Bellevue  Hospital,  New  York,  in  a  letter  to  Dr. 
Siddle,  of  Philadelphia:  "  I  sincerely  think  that  Dr.  Morton  ought  to  be  placed 
above  the  necessity  for  labor  during  his  life,  and  that  it  is  a  reproach  to  the 
United  States  that  the  government  did  not  behave  differently.  The  feeling  of 
the  profession  here  is  in  favor  of  the  testimonial  in  his  behalf." 

Dr.  Batcheldor,  president  of  the  Academy  of  Medicine,  New  York,  in  a'letter 
to  Profesor  Meigs,  of  Philadelphia :  "  Dr.  William  T.  G.  Morton,  the  discoverer 
of  anaesthesia,  now  so  universally  employed  in  the  alleviation  of  human  suffer- 
ing, in  perfecting  his  discovery  and  in  introducing  it  to  the  world,  has  made 
^eat  sacrifices,  and  it  is  no  more  than  just  that  he  should  reap  some  reward, 
small  though  it  may  be  in  comparison  to  the  vast  benefits  which  he  has  conferred 
upon  suffering  humanity.  The  appeal  to  the  justice  and  liberality  of  our  fellow- 
citizens  has  been  gladly  seconded  by  the  profession  in  this  city,  and  T  have  no 
doubt  that  such  will  be  the  case  in  your  city." 

Dr.  John  H.  Griscom,  of  the  New  York  Hospital,  in  a  letter  to  Prof.  George 
B.  Wood,  of  Philadelphia :  "  The  medical  profession  of  Boston  and  in  New  York 
have  taken  great  interest  in  the  effort  now  in  progress  to  obtain  from  the  people 
a  testimonial  of  a  substantial  character  in  favor  of  Dr.  Morton,  whose  sacrifices, 
means,  time,  and  health  in  his  devotion  to  the  perfecting  of  this  most  ex- 
traordinary discovery,  render  some  pecuniary  return  essential.  We  regard  this 
aB  a  truly  national  matter,  to  which  the  profession  of  the  whole  country  should 
lend  their  aid." 

Dr.  Isaac  Wood,  of  the  Bellevue  Hospital,  New  York,  in  a  letter  to  Prof. 
George  B.  Wood,  of  Philadelphia :  "At  a  meeting  of  our  medical  board;  held 
last  evening  at  my  house,  a  resolution  was  unanimously  passed,  to  recommend 
the  testimonial  to  Dr.  Morton  to  the  favorable  notice  of  the  board  of  ten  gov- 
ernors of  the  Bellevue  Hospital." 

Prof.  Valentine  Mott,  of  New  York,  in  a  letter  to  Prof.  Pancoast,  of  Phila- 
delphia :  "  The  profession  here  generally  award  to  Dr.  Morton  the  honor  of  this 
great  discovery.  We  have  been  doing,  for  the  testimonial  to  him,  a  little  in 
this  city." 

Dr.  John  W.  Francis,  of  New  York,  in  a  letter  to  Prof.  Samuel  Jackson,  of 
Philadelphia:  "Something,  our  entire  faculty  have  determined,  must  be  done 
for  Dr.  Morton  as  a  great  benefactor  to  humanity.  In  New  York  we  are  not 
Idle.     Our  Bellevue  Hospital,  I  believe,  will  make  a  liberal  donation." 

Dr.  F.  M.  Markoe,  of  the  New  York  Hospital,  in  a  letter  to  Dr.  Franklin 
Bache,  of  Philadelphia:  "We  have  been  much  interested  in  the  matter  of  the 
testimonial  to  Dr.  Morton,  and  feel  the  conviction  that  not  only  he  is  entitled 
to  the  credit  of  the  discovery  of  this  great  practical  use  of  ether,  but  that  the 
country  owe  him  a  debt  of  gratitude  which  ought  to  take  some  tangible  and 
available  form." 

Prof.  Alfred  C.  Post,  of  New  York,  in  a  letter  to  Prof.  S.  D.  Gross,  of 
Philadelphia:  "I  hope  the  profession,  of  your  city,  will  take  an  interest  in 
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obtaining  from  the  community  some  substantial  acknowledgment  of  the  great 
services  which  Dr.  Morton  has  rendered  to  science  and  humanity. 

**  I  think,  from  the  investigations  which  I  have  made,  that  there  is  no  reaa<m 
to  doubt  that  he  is  entitled  to  the  exclusive  merit  of  introducing  the  valuable 
discovery  which  he  claims  to  have  made,  and  that  the  efforts  which  have  b^n 
made  by  others  to  deprive  him  of  his  claim  have  been  characterized  by  grow 
injustice." 

Dr.  B.  W.  McCready,  of  the  Bellevue  Hospital,  New  York,  in  a  letter  to  Dr. 
W.  H.  GobrecTit,  of  Philadelphia :  "  It  has  been  deemed  just,  by  the  leadmg 
medical  men  of  Boston  and  New  York,  that  Dr.  Morton  should  realize  some- 
thing more  from  his  discovery  than  barren  honors,  to  which  he  has  to  support 
his  claims  at  his  own  expense." 

Prof.  Willard  Parker,  of  New  York,  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Allsop  :  "  Dr.  Morton 
has  laid  the  civilized  world  under  an  infinite  obligation,  and  exhausted  his 
means  by  so  doing.  I  am  desirious  that  some  return  should  be  made,  and  he 
be  relieved  from  his  condition  of  want.  In  this  city  a  movement  is  being  made 
in  furtherance  of  this  object." 

Dr.  John  Watson,  of  the  New  York  Hospital,  in  a  letter  to  John  A.  Stevois, 
esq. :  "As  our  national  government  is  not  likely  to  remunerate  Dr.  Morton  for 
the  trouble  and  expense,  not  to  speak  of  loss  of  business,  to  which  he  has  been 
subjected,  American  people  should  take  his  sacrifices  into  serious  consideration, 
and  show  by  their  own  liberality  that  what  the  government  cannot  do,  the 
people  are  not  willing  to  leave  undone." 

Subscriptions  that  head  the  Boston  and  New  York  contrihuHons. 

Board  of  ten  governors  for  the  city  of  New  York,  $1,500 ;  Massachusetts 
General  Hospital,  $1,000 ;  Amos  A.  Lawrence,  $1,000 ;  John  P.  Cashing,  $500; 
the  Society  of  the  New  York  Hospital,  $500  ;  the  Commissioner^  of  Emigration 
of  the  State  of  New  York,  $250 ;  James  Brown,  $500 ;  John  David  Wolt 
$250 ;  Peter  Lorillard,  $250 ;  James  Lenox,  $250 ;  Benjamin  L.  Swan,  $100 
George  T.  Trimble,  $100;  Robert  B.  Minturn,  $100;  John  C.  Green,  $100 
Joseph  Sampson,  $100;  James  Donaldson,  $100;  Henry  Chauncey,  $100 
Charles  A.  Davis,  $100;  James  Boorman,  $100;  George  Griswold,  $100 
Morris  Ketchum,  $150;  Robert  Ray,  $100;  E.  D.  Morgan  &  Co.,  $100;  Jo- 
siah  Macy  &  Sons,  $100 ;  Jonathan  Thorn,  $100 ;  John  Gardner,  $200 ;  Mas- 
sachusetts Charitable  Eye  and  Ear  Infirmary,  $200 ;  Thomas  B.  Curtis,  $100; 
Nathaniel  I.  Bowditch,  $600;  Charles  H.  Mills,  $100;  John  J.  May,  $100; 
David  Sears,  $100;  Edward  Wigglesworth,  $100;  James  Bowden  Bradlee, 
$100;  Josiah  Bradlee,  $100;  James  Lawrence,  $100;  John  A.  Lowell,  $100; 
Thomas  Lge,  $100 ;  J.  M.  Forbes,  $100 ;  Benjamin  H.  Field,  $100  ;  Charles 
C.  Goodhue,  $100 ;  S.  L.  Snarez,  $100 ;  William  E.  Wilmarding,  $100  ;  Loril- 
lard Spencer,  $100;  Catharine  L.  Spencer,  $100 ;  Augustus  Belmont,  $100; 
Armstrong  &  Son,  $100 ;  John  Bridge,  $100 ;  B.  M.  Whitlock,  $100  ;  William 
B.  Astor,  $100 ;  Charles  H.  Marshall,  $100 ;  H.  B.  Claflin,  $100 ;  J.  B.  &  W. 
W.  Connel,  $100;  Gardner  Brewer,  $100;  Frederick  Tudor,  $100 ;  Pierce  & 
Bacon,  $150. 


But  fourteen  years  passed  away  and  the  United  States  had  done  nothing  to 
reward  the  discoverer.  The  patent  granted  to  him  expired — ^it  had  produced 
only  annoyance  and  expense ;  but  disheartened  by  the  repeated  failures  of  his 
applications  for  relief,  he  applied  for  its  extension,  which  was  refused  on  techni- 
cal grounds.  The  United  States  has  used  and  continues  to  use  the  discovery 
in  surgical  operations,  sometines  to  the  number  of  a  thousand  in  a  day.  It  hu 
the  entire  approval  of  the  medical  departments  of  army  and  navy,    greatly 
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mitigating  tlie  pain  and  suffering  of  the  wounded,  and  in  most  cases  entirely  re- 
moving it  during  the  performance  of  surgical  operations.  But  as  far  as  the 
United^  States  is  concerned,  the  discoverer  has  passed  unrewarded,  and  the  patent 
issued  to  him  to  secure  him  the  benefit  of  his  invention,  which  would  have  been 
respected  and  which  would  have  made  his  fortune  had  it  been  a  new  and 
valuable  improvement  in  making  washboards  or  buttons,  has  been  used  by  the 
United  States  without  respect  to  his  rights,  and  as  by  the  government  so  under 
credit  of  its  example  by  the  people.  In  the  recent  terrible  disaster  of  our  army 
at  Fredericksburg  Dr.  Morton  himself  administered  his  ever  potent  nepenthe 
without  a  single  failure  to  hundreds  of  wounded  men  brought  under  the  probe 
and  knife.  A  view  of  its  benefits  and  effects  by  the  head  of  the  medical  depart- 
ment of  the  army  of  the  United  States  will  be  presently  introduced,  showing 
that  it  has  lost  none  of  its  value  and  suffered  nothing  in  public  estimation  bv 
time  and  trials  which  wear  out  and  consume  the  discoverer,  do  but  add  fresn 
triumphs  to  the  discovery. 

The  medical  director  of  the  ninth  army  corps,  second  division,  Dr.  Alexander 
T.  Watson,  says : 

"  Dr.  Morton  reported  himself  to  my  field  hospital  after  the  horrible  battle  at 
Fredericksburg,  and  I  gave  the  fullest  scope  in  my  hospital  to  ether  versus  chlo- 
roform, and  from  the  sadly  ample  opportunity  for  testing  both,  I  am  an  etherist. 

"  The  surgeon-in-chief.  Dr.  Calvin  Cutter,  of  Sturgis  field  hospital,  and  his 
operative  staff,  Drs.  Leonard,  Hassock,  and  Webster,  in  a  communication  to  Dr. 
Morton  immediately  after  the  battle  at  Fredericksburg,  state  that  they  could  not 
have  performed  so  many  needful  operations  and  so  well  without  anaesthetics. 
Their  use  not  only  entirely  prevented  or  greatly  mitigated  the  sufferings  of  the 
patients,  but  it  very  materially  lessened  the  embarrassment  of  the  operating 
surgeon. 

"  We  deemed  the  success  good — ^no  patient  died  during  the  operation  or  im- 
mediately subsequent  from  shock  of  operation. 

"  Permit  us  to  return  thanks  for  the  administration  of  anaesthetics  to  the  pa- 
tients by  yourself.     It  was  essential  aid  to  our  surgeons." 

One  plain  proposition  should  at  least  be  borne  in  mind,  and  honestly  responded 
to.  Dr.  Morton  was  the  patentee.  The  United  States  has  used  it  with  advan- 
tage which  cannot  be  estimated,  even  counting  by  millions.  What  answer  can  be 
^ven  when  the  patentee  claims  a  moderate  and  reasonable  compensation,  enough 
to  pay  him  fairly  for  his  time,  toil,  and  expense  in  discovering,  perfecting,  and 
giving  it  to  his  country  ?  It  will  not  do  to  say  that  others  claim  the  discovery. 
There  is  no  other  patentee ;  and  it  is  clear,  beyond  controversy,  that  whatever 
others  may  have  thought  and  reasoned  and  hoped  and  suggested,  no  one  but  he 
gave  it  to  the  public  and  the  world.  Dr.  Morton  alone  brought  it  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  m^ical  faculty ;  he  lived  and  moved  and  had  his  being  in  the  dis- 
covery. When  it  was  attacked,  he  alone  defended  it,  and  he  exhausted  his  health, 
and  strength,  and  fortune  to  make  it  triumphant,  and  in  the  language  of  the  re- 
port of  the  trustees  of  the  Massachusetts  General  Hospital,  "  it  is  a  mortifying 
met  that  Dr.  Morton's  pecuniary  affairs  have  become  embarrassed  in  consequence 
of  the  interruption  of  his  regular  business,  resulting  from  his  efforts  and  experi- 
ments in  establishing  this  great  truth,  and  that  his  health  has  also  severely  suf- 
fered from  the  same  cause,  so  that  he  can  devote  only  a  small  part  of  each  day 
to  his  professional  labors.  He  became  poor  in  a  cause  which  has  made  the 
world  his  debtor.  The  committee  have  the  highest  medical  authority  (that  of 
Dr.  Homans)  for  saying  that,  from  living  so  much  of  late  in  an  atmosphere  of 
ether,  and  from  the  anxiety  attending  the  various  trials  and  experiments  con- 
nected with  the  discovery,  and  from  the  excitement  caused  by  the  controversies 
which  it  has  occasioned,  the  health  of  Dr.  Morton  has  become  such  that  he  is  unable 
to  attend  to  his  professional  duties  to  any  extent." 

Whatever  others  may  claim,  without  him,  or  some  other  possible  person  not 
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now  in  conflict  with  him,  the  discovery  would  have  been  yet  with  the  fntnre— 
in  the  womb  of  time.  To  him,  and  to  him  alone,  in  the  opinion  of  your  con- 
mittee,  is  therefore  due  the  reward,  and  it  should  at  last  be  rendered  to  hiu 
with  no  grudging  or  stinted  hand ;  and  waiving  the  obvious  gronnd  of  corapeo- 
sation  just  considered,  your  committee  entertain  no  doubt  that  Dr.  Morton  w», 
in  the  just  and  practical  sense  of  the  term,  the  sole  and  original  first  discov^cr 
of  the  application  of  sulphuric  ether  as  an  ansBSthetic  agent.  They  found  their 
opinion  on  the  evidence,  and  it  is  supported  and  strengthened  by  the  expressed 
and  well-reasoned  opinion  of  the  several  committees  of  Congress  to  whom  tk 
subject  was  successively  referred,  and  especially  by  the  opinion  of  the  medidl 
faculty  of  Boston,  a  most  intelligent  jury  of  the  vicinage,  and  the  faculties  of 
New  York  and  Philadelphia,  who  brought  to  the  question  a  bigh  and  disinter- 
ested intelligence.  On  the  whole,  no  doubt  as  to  this  is  left  on  the  mind  of  your 
committee,  but  the  evidence  as  to  conflicting  claims  will  be  considered  more 
fully  in  the  sequel. 

The  question  of  who  was  the  discoverer  being  thus,  as  the  committee  tma, 
placed  beyond  dispute,  they  turn  their  attention  next  to  the  value  of  the  discoveiy. 

It  supplies  a  desideratum  long  sought  by  surgeons  for  the  relief  of  the  excn- 
ciating  pain  they  were  necessarily  obliged  to  inflict  in  the  practice  of  their  pfo- 
fession.  They  had,  as  heretofore  stated,  vainly  attempted  this  relief  by  tke 
use  of  opiates,  extract  of  hemp,  mesmerism,  &c.,  but  none  fnlfilled  the  desired 
purpose ;  and  their  suggestion  of  the  necessity  to  life  or  limb  of  an  operatka 
was  apparently  ever  doomed  to  be  accompanied  with  the  (to  many)  all-absorbing 
feeling  of  terror  of  the  pain  which  there  was  no  means  of  avoiding.  Dread  d 
pain  has  not  unfrequently  deterred  from  submission  to  operations  necessaiy  tti 
the  preservation  of  life.  In  other  cases,  where  this  dread  was  overcome  aad 
the  operation  performed,  the  severity  of  the  suffering  and  the  shock  to  the  sys- 
tem have  been  large  elements  in  the  production  of  a  fatal  result.  Since  tbf 
introduction  of  etherization,  both  the  patient  and  surgeon  approach  the  opai- 
tion  with  feelings  entirely  different  from  those  formerly  entertained  under  similar 
circumstances.  The  latter  is  relieved  from  the  necessity  of  witnessing  those 
manifestations  of  pain  which  his  instruments  formerly  produced,  and  to  erer 
become  indifferent  to  which  he  must  be  more  or  less  than  human,  while  tfce 
former  looks  only  to  the  end  to  be  attained — the  restoration  to  health — tberp 
being  no  intermediate  pain  to  excite  his  dread  and  fix  his  exclusive  attentioo- 
For  screaming,  and  struggles,  and  intense  suffering  under  the  surgeon's  kniie, 
etherization  has  substituted  more  or  less  complete  exemption  from  pain,  asso- 
ciated in  some  with  the  quietude,  mental  and  corporeal,  of  deep  sleep  ;  in  others, 
with  pleasing  dreams,  imaginary  busy  scenes,  and  sweet  music ;  and  in  otfaeR, 
with  a  perfect  consciousness  of  surrounding  objects  and  events,  wiiiJcing  tk 
patient,  perhaps,  not  among  the  least  calm  or  most  anxious  spectators  of  tk 
operation. 

And  its  benefits  are  by  no  means  confined  to  surgical  patients  «id  sui^gicil 
practice.  The  obstetrician  finds  in  it  the  means  of  alleviating  that  distress  wiA 
which  woman  has  ever  heretofore  been  cursed,  when  in  the  act  of  becomii^  a 
mother.  And  who  would  not  hail  with  delight  any  means  of  ministering  com- 
fort to  her  who  bears  the  holy  name  of  mother  1  To  the  physician  it  aSaik 
one  of  the  most  useful,  as  it  is  one  of  his  most  prompt,  remedies.  He,  too,  if 
often  compelled  to  be  the  spectator  of  severe  pain  and  distress,  for  the  alleTit- 
tion  of  which  his  before  known  remedies  were  powerless.  He,  before,  had  do 
reliable  means  of  relieving  the  spasms  of  tetanus ;  he  not  unfrequenUy  £uM 
to  procure  sleep  in  delirium  tremens,  when  the  question  is  one  of  sleep  or  death; 
his  before  palliative  remedy  (opium)  for  the  pain  of  colic,  too  often  piurcbased 
temporary  relief  at  the  expense  of  an  aggravation  of  the  cause  of  the  disease, 
and  of  increased  difficulties  in  its  cure ;  and  he  occasionally  witnessed  the 
breaking  up  of  the.  system  of  a  neuralgic  patient,  more  as  a  consequence  of  the 
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repeated  large  doses  of  opium  to  which  he  was  constrained  to  resort  for  the 
mitigation  ^f  his  paroxysms,  during  the  slow  progress  of  curative  remedies, 
than  of  the  disease  itself.  But  an  enumeration  of  all,  or  of  any  considerable 
number  of  the  cases  in  which  he  finds  it  useful,  nay,  indispensable,  is  neither 
required,  nor  would  it  be  proper  in  a  paper  of  this  character. 

Being  of  indispensable  value  to  all,  as  all  are  liable  to  require  its  use,  the 
committee  deem  the  discoverer  entitled  to  reward,  as  a  benefactor  of  the  human 
race.  Great  Britain,  France,  and  all  other  enlightened  nations,  have,  from  time 
immemorial,  rewarded  munificently  such  services  to  humanity.  The  British 
Parliament,  by  two  successive  statutes,  bestowed  upon  Jenner  the  sums  of  ten 
thousand  and  twenty  thousand  pounds  for  the  discovery  of  vaccination.  The 
"world  has  as  yet  produced  but  one  great  improvement  in  the  healing  art  deserving 
to  be  ranked  witn  that  of  Jenner.  America,  by  annihilating  pain,  has  done  as 
much  for  the  benefit  of  the  race  as  England  did  when  she  furnished  the  instru- 
ment by  which  the  small-pox  may  be  finally  exterminated. 

Alike  honorable  to  themselves  and  to  our  own  countryman.  Professor  Morse, 
several  of  the  principal  governments  of  Europe  joined  in  presenting  him  an 
honorary  testimonial  of  eighty  thousand  dollars  for  the  telegraph  discovery. 
What,  we  ask,  would  England  have  done  had  she  the  glory  of  counting  etheri- 
zation among  her  achievements  ? 

Congress  has  frequently  rewarded  individuals  for  discoveries  of  limited  import- 
ance, which  in  nowise  entitled  them  to  a  place  among  the  benefactors  of  man- 
kind.    Dr.  Borland,  in  a  speech  upon  this  subject  during  33d  Congress,  said : 

"  In  the  next  place,  lest  it  might  occur  to  the  minds  of  some  that  purchasing 
the  right  from  a  patentee  to  use  a  valuable  discovery  is  a  new  thing  in  our  gov- 
ernment, I  beg  leave  to  call  attention  to  the  records,  which  show  that  it  is  no 
new  practice,  but  for  years  and  y  ears  has  been  repeated  over  and  over  again.  I  will 
cite  a  few  cases.  We  paid  for  the  right  to  make  anchors  of  a  certain  form  for  the 
navy,  81,500;  for  the  use  of  circular  bullet  moulds,  $5,000;  for  the  use  of  gas  in 
vapor  baths,  $5,000 ;  for  elevating  and  pointing  heavy  cannon,  $20,000 ;  for  the 
rignt  to  use  patent  anti-attrition  metal,  $20,000.  We  paid  to  the  heirs  of  Rob- 
ert Fulton,  for  benefits  conferred  by  his  improvements  in  steam  navigation, 
<76,300.  We  paid  for  Mix's  manger  stopper,  used  in  the  cavalry  service, 
$3,000.  We  paid  to  Dr.  Locke,  for  the  use  of  his  magnetic  clock,  $10,000.  We 
paid  to  McCuUoch  &  Booth,  for  the  right  to  use  the  improved  method  of  refining 
our  argentiferous  gold  bullion,  $25,000;  thus  making  an  aggregate  of  $165,000 
paid  in  these  cases.  But,  in  addition  to  these,  there  have  been  numerous  instances 
in  which  patent  rights,  or  the  privilege  of  using  in  the  service  of  the  gov- 
ernment patented  articles,  have  been  purchased  by  the  departments,  some  of 
which  instances  I  find  cited  in  connexion  with  the  report  of  the  select  com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  which  were  paid  $178,032 — ^making 
an  aggregate  of  $343,000  paid  by  the  United  States  for  patents  and  the  use  of 
patented  articles. 

"  Since  I  have  been  a  member  of  the  Senate,  when  meritorious  individuals  have 
come  before  us,  who  had  made  important  discoveries,  we  have  aided  them  to  test 
their  discoveries  by  appropriations,  amounting  in  the  whole  to  $120,000. 

•*  I  mention  these  facts  to  show  that  precedents  are  all  in  favor  of  such  use  of 
the  public  money  to  enable  the  government  to  avail  itself  of  important  discov- 
eries." 

Though  fully  satisfied  of  the  value  of  the  discovery,  the  committee  thought 
it  not  proper  to  act  upon  their  own  unaided  opinion.  The  chairman  addressed 
letters  to  the  medical  Dureaus  of  the  army  ana  navy,  and  particular  attention  is 
invited  to  their  answers  and  to  the  replies  of  the  former  heads  of  those  depart- 
ments, also  to  extracts  from  letters  from  the  surgeons  in  the  government  service, 
and  the  medical  profession  generally,  which  were  published  in  a  former  report. 
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Surgeon  General's  Office, 
Wtukington  City,  D.  C,  February  3,  1863. 
Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  29tli  ultimo,  this  day  received,  inqninng 
whether  anaesthetics  are  generally  used  in  the  surgical  operations  performed  by 
the  surgeons  in  the  service  of  this  government,  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  yon 
that  anaesthetics,  viz :  ether  and  chloroform,  are  habitually  and  constantly  em- 
ployed in  the  surgical  operations  performed  by  the  surgeons  of  the  United 
States  army,  regular  and  volunteer. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOSEPH  R.  SMITH, 
Acting  Surgeon  Creneral, 
Hon.  Henry  Wilson, 

United  States  Senate. 

Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery,  February  2,  1863. 
Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  communicatioD  of 
the  29th  ultimo,  inquiring  whether  or  not  anaesthetics  are  generally  used  in  the 

surgical  operations  performed  by  the  surgeons  in  the  service  of  this  government 
««««««««  •# 

I  beg  leave  to  state,  in  reply,  that  anaesthetics  have  come  into  such  general 

use  that  a  surgical  operation  performed  without  such  agents  may  be  regarded  as 

the  exception  to  an  almost  universal  rule  in  this  as  in  other  countries. 
########  •# 

In  the  Crimea  alone,  according  to  the  calculations  of  Mr.   Scrive,  it  was 
administered  to  more  than  twenty  thousand  wounded. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  WHELAN. 
Hon.  Henry  Wilson, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  U.  S,  Senate. 

Surgeon  General's  Office,  March  1,  1852. 

Sir:  In  compliance  with  your  verbal  request  to  be  ^mished  with  informa- 
tion in  regard  to  the  employment  of  anaesthetic  agents  in  the  army  of  the  United 
States,  and  also  for  an  expression  of  opinion  as  to  the  value  and  importance  of 
this  class  of  remedial  agents,  I  have  to  state : 

That  sulphuric  ether  and  chloroform  were  used  to  some  extent  in  the  military 
hospitals  established  at  the  theatre  of  war  in  Mexico,  but  the  use  of  those  articles 
was  not  so  general  as  at  present,  for  the  reason  that  the  apparatus  at  that  time 
believed  to  be  essential  to  their  proper  and  safe  administration  was  not  adapted 
to  service  in  the  field. 

At  the  present  moment  it  is  believed  that  no  surgical  operation  of  importance 
is  performed  by  the  medical  officers  of  the  army  without  the  aid  of  some  anses- 
thetic  agent. 

Previous  to  the  discovery  of  this  new  application  of  sulphuric  ether,  the  an- 
nual supply  of  that  medicine  was  one  pound  for  every  hundred  men.  On  the 
revision  of  the  standard  supply  table,  by  a  board  of  medical  officers  in  1849,  the 
pure  washed  sulphuric  ether  was  substituted  for  the  ordinary  sulphuric  ether, 
and  the  quantity  allowed  was  increased  one  hundred  per  cent.  At  the  same 
lime  another  anaesthetic  agent,  the  tincture  of  chloroform,  conmionly  called  chloric 
ether,  was  added  to  the  supply  table,  and  is  now  rcgulai'ly  furnished  to  the  med- 
ical officers  in  such  quantities  as,  in  connexion  with  the  sulphuric  ether,  will 
suffice  to  meet  all  the  demands  of  the  service  in  this  particular. 

Although  the  discovery  of  this  new  therapeutic  effect  of  sulphuric  ether  has 
led  to  the  introduction  and  employment  of  other  anaesthetic  agents,  this  does  not 
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in  any  way  militate  against  the  merits  of  the  original  discovery,  which  I  regard 
as  one  of  the  most  important  and  valuable  contributions  to  medical  science,  and 
to  the  relief  of  suffering  humanity,  which  has  ever  been  made,  the  only  discov- 
ery to  be  compared  therewith  being  that  of  vaccination,  which  has  rendered  the 
name  of  Jenner  immortal. 

Through  the  influence  of  these  remedial  agents,  the  surgeon  is  not  only  en- 
abled to  perform  the  most  extensive  and  difficult  operations,  undisturbed  by  the 
cries  and  struggles  of  the  patient,  but  what  is  of  far  greater  importance,  the  pa- 
tient, being  rendered  insensible,  escapes  that  shock  to  the  nervous  system  which 
in  itself  is  not  unfrequently  fatal.  For  this  reason  operations  can  now  be  per- 
formed with  much  more  safety  than  heretofore,  and  that,  too,  in  cases  in  which 
the  attempt  to  perform  them  would  have  been  forbidden  by  the  general  condition 
of  the  patient. 

To  the  physician  this  class  of  remedial  agents  promises  to  be  of  the  greatest 
utility,  though  their  application  in  the  treatment  of  disease  has  yet  to  be  more 
fully  developed. 

It  will  suffice  at  this  time  to  allude  to  their  employment  for  the  relief  of  suf- 
fering women  in  the  hour  of  her  greatest  trial,  and  at  the  moment  she  claims  our 
i^armest  sympathies.  That  these  agents  can  be  safely  used  in  parturition,  so  as 
to  afford  full  and  entire  exemption  from  pain  to  the  mother,  and  with  safety  both 
to  her  and  to  the  child,  has  been  amply  demonstrated. 

In  conclusion,  permit  me  to  congratulate  you  upon  the  flattering  testimonial 
you  have  received  from  the  National  Institute  of  France  for  this  discovery,  and 
to  express  the  hope  that,  inasmuch  as  it  is  impossible  for  you  to  derive  any  pe- 
cuniary benefit  therefrom  in  ordinary  course  by  letters  patent,  you  may  receive 
&om  your  country  that  acknowledgment  of  your  merit  which  is  due  to  one  who 
has  conferred  so  great  a  boon  upon  mankind. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

TH.  LAWSON,  Surgeon  General 

W.  T.  G.  Morton,  M.  D., 

Browns^  Hotel,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Treasury  Department,  June  25, 1852. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  17th 
instant,  covering  copies  of  a  communication  from  the  Hon.  W.  H.  Bissell,  of  a 
letter  from  the  chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery  of  the  navy,  and 
of  a  letter  from  the  surgeon  general  of  the  army,  with  certain  printed  matter, 
all  relating  to  the  memorial  of  Dr.  Wm.  T.  G.  Morton,  asking  remuneration  from 
Congress  for  the  discovery  of  the  anaesthetic  properties  of  sulphuric  ether. 

An  attentive  examination  of  these  several  documents  has  satisfied  me  that 
sulphuric  ether  and  tincture  of  chloroform  are  very  generally  used  in  the  army 
and  navy  of  the  United  States  as  anaesthetic  agents ;  and  the  decided  testimony 
borne  to  the  merits  of  these  etherial  preparations  by  the  chief  of  the  Bureau  of 
Medicine  and  Surgery  of  the  navy,  and  the  surgeon  general  of  the  army,  leaves 
no  doubt  upon  my  mind  as  to  their  great  value  in  medical  and  surgical  practice. 
In  addition  to  the  evidence  thus  afforded  in  their  favor,  I  may  mention  the  fact 
that  these  agents  now  form  a  part  of  the  regular  medical  supply  to  the  marine 
hospitals  of  the  United  States,  and  that  they  are  employed  therein  with  very 
general  success. 

Regarding  the  discovery  of  the  anaesthetic  properties  of  sulphuric  ether,  as, 
in  the  language  of  Surgeon  General  Lawson,  "  one  of  the  most  important  and 
valuable  contributions  to  medical  science,  and  to  the  relief  of  suffering  humanity, 
ever  made,"  I  concur  entirely  with  Col.  Bissell  and  yourself,  as  to  the  propriety 
and  justice  of  liberally  compensating  the  patentee,  who  has  not  at  any  time  receiveSd 
pecuniary  advantage  from  his  discovery,  and  who  now  appeals  to  the  legislature 
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of  hie  country,  on  condition  of  the  surrender  of  his  .patent  for  the  benefit  of 
mankind,  for  proper  remuneration  in  lieu  of  the  gains  that  he  Tvould  hare  de^ 
rived  had  he  been  protected  in  the  use  of  the  rights  conferred  upon  him  by 
letters  patent  of  the  government.  I  therefore  recommend  that  such  reasonable 
and  liberal  sum,  as  the  committee  of  which  you  are  chairman,  may,  in  their  dis- 
cretion, determine  upon,  be  reported  as  a  national  compensation  to  Dr.  Morton, 
and  that  the  same  be  attached,  as  proposed  by  Col.  Bissell,  to  the  "  naval  ap- 
propriation bill  "  for  the  ensuing  fiscal  year. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

THO.  CORWIN, 
Secretary  of  the   Treasury. 
Hon.  Frederick  P.  Stanton, 

Chairman  Naval  Committee^  House  Reps. 

War  Department, 
Washington,  June  21,  1852. 
Sir  :  I  have  received  your  letter  of  the  7th  instant,  enclosing  sundry  docu- 
ments relating  to  the  memorial  of  Dr.  William  T.  G.  Morton,  who  seeks  remn- 
neiation  from  the  government  for  the  discovery  of  the  anaesthetic  properties  of 
sulphuric  ether. 

In  reply  I  beg  leave  to  state  that  I  have  no  information  on  the  subject  of  this 
discovery  other  than  that  which  I  have  derived  from  public  rumor  and  from  the 
documents  you  enclose,  it  being  exclusively  a  professional  question.  All  the 
information  which  this  department  could  furnish  the  committee  is  contained  in 
the  letter  from  the  surgeon  general,  which  is  among  the  papers  you  enclose. 

Judging  from  this  information,  there  can  be  but  little  doubt  that  this  discovery 
is  one  of  the  most  valuable  contributions  that  science  has  ever  made  to  the  cause 
of  humanity. 

I  do  not  know  what  the  practice  of  the  government  has  been  in  regard  to 
rewarding  individuals  for  inventions  or  discoveries  made  by  them,  or,  at  least, 
compensating  them  for  the  use  of  them  in  the  public  service,  but  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  if  it  has  been  the  practice  of  Congress  to  grant  such  rewards  or  com- 
pensation, Dr.  Morton's  claim  is  fairly  entitled  to  the  most  liberal  consideratioD. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

C.  M.  CONRAD. 

Secretary  of  War, 
Hon.  Frederick  P.  Stanton, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  House  of  Reps. 

Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surqery, 

June  29,  1852. 

Sir  :  1  have  had  the  honor  to  receive  your  letter  of  yesterday's  date,  in 
relation  to  the  memorial  of  Dr.  W.  T.  G.  Morton,  asking  of  Congress  remunera- 
tion for  the  discovery  of  the  anaesthetic  properties  of  sulphuric  ether,  and  calling 
upon  me  for  a  statement  as  to  the  basis  on  which  the  claim  is  founded,  with  an 
estimate  of  the  amount  to  which,  in  my  opinion,  he  is  entitled,  on  the  score  of 
the  benefits  and  advantages  resulting  from  its  use  in  the  naval  service. 

As  the  views  of  the  bureau  in  regard  to  the  importance  of  this  discovery  have 
been  already  expressed  in  a  communication  to  Dr.  Morton,  I  beg  leave  to  ex- 
tract so  much  of  it  as  relates  to  this  branch  of  the  subject. 

"  In  reply  to  your  inquiry  as  to  the  importance  attached  to  the  late  discovery 
of  etherization,  by  the  medical  corps  of  the  navy,  it  gives  me  pleasure  to  express 
the  high  sense  they  entertain  of  its  utility,  not  only  in  surgical  practice,  but  as  a 
powerful  agent  in  many  painful  affections  which  have  resisted  the  ordinazj 
remedies.     This  opinion  is  strengthened  by  the  concurrent  testimony  of  the 
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iblest  civil  practitioners  of  our  own  country,  with  the  emphatic  indorsement  of 
ts  value  by  the  best  British  and  continental  surgeons. 

"  The  gist  of  this  discovery  consists  in  finding  that  nervous  perception  is 
uspended  under  the  influence  of  the  etherial  inhalation ;  and,  while  suspended, 
hat  the  patient  is  unconscious  of  pain  under  the  operation  of  the  knife.  In 
iddition  to  the  great  benefit  derived  from  its  use,  in  alleviating  pain,  it  has  a 
lecided  effect  in  diminishing  mortality.  Its  advantage  in  this  respect  appears 
o  be  in  saving  the  system  from  the  severe  shock  and  nervous  exhaustion  which 
kttend  most  of  the  graver  surgical  operations,  and  which  of  themselves  often 
>rove  fatal. 

**  It  dispels  the  fear  of  pain  which  formerly  prevented  many  from  submitting 
o  an  operation,  or  induced  them  to  defer  until  too  late. 

"  It  enables  the  surgeon,  also,  to  operate  coolly,  and  effectually,  undisturbed 
yy  the  cries  and  struggles  of  the  patient,  which  sometimes  unnerves  the  steadiest 
land,  and  render  abortive  the  best  directed  efforts." 

In  regard  to  the  groimds  on  which  Dr.  Morton  bases  his  claim  to  pecuniary 
remuneration  from  the  government,  I  would  state  that  from  the  peculiar  nature 
)f  the  discovery,  it  is  impossible  to  protect  the  inventor  in  the  exclusive  advan- 
»ge  of  it  by  letters  patent.  The  novelty  of  the  discovery  consists  in  the  new 
ipplication  of  an  old  remedial  ageYit,  and  the  privilege  of  using  it,  on  the  part  of 
;he  profession  at  large,  cannot  be  practically  curtailed  by  statutory  enactment. 
The  inventor  is  thus  deprived  of  the  pecuniary  advantages  of  his  discovery,  and 
B  justified  in  appealing  to  the  government,  which  also  largely  avails  itself  of 
,he  benefits  derived  firom  it,  for  relief. 

It  will  be  difficult  to  estimate  the  amount  which  the  inventor  may  reasonably 
isk  of  the  government  in  consideration  of  the  advantages  attending  its  use  in 
;he  two  services.  For  the  reasons  above  mentioned,  the  cost  of  the  ether  itself 
cannot  enter  as  an  element  into  the  calculation,  and  the  fairest  estimate,  I  con- 
ceive, might  be  more  nearly  approximated  by  the  amount  one  would  be  willine 
io  give  to  be  rescued  from  impending  death,  or  to  be  relieved  from  urgent  and 
intolerable  pain. 

I  would  express  the  opinion,  however,  that  the  sum  of  one  hundred  thousand 
iollars,  proposed  by  the  select  committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  as  a 
compensation  to  the  inventor,  is  nothing  more  than  a  fair  equivalent  for  the  im- 
mense advantage  resulting  to  the  government  and  country  from  this  important 
iiscovery. 

I  am,  very  respectfiilly,  your  obedient  servant, 

THOS.  HARRIS, 
Chief  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery. 

Hon.  Wm.  a.  Graham, 

Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  John  Watson,  M.  D. 

New  York  Hospital,  January  10,  1852. 

The  wonderful  action  of  ether  and  the  other  anaesthetics  in  alleviating  suffer- 
ing, and  in  overcoming  spasm  and  muscular  resistance  during  the  most  protracted, 
difficult,  and  delicate  surgical  membulations,  is  sufficient  to  place  them  among 
the  most  useful  discoveries  that  ever  have  been  effected,  and  to  entitle  Dr.  Mor- 
ton, who  first  demonstrated  the  anctsthetic  properties  and  use  of  sulphuric  ether, 
to  the  gratitude  qfhia  countrym^ny  and  to  give  him  rank  among  the  benefactors 
of  the  human  race. 

I  remain,  with  becoming  respect, 

JNO.  WATSON 

George  Nbwbold,  Esq. 
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West  Point,  New  York,  February  14,  1852. 

Both  ether  and  chloroform  are  used  as  an  aesthetic  agents  in  the  army. 
I  am,  sir,  very  respectfiilly,  your  obedient  servant, 

JNO.  W.  CUYLER, 

Surgeon  U.  S.  Army. 
Hon.  W.  H.  BissBLL,  Chairman,  Sfc. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Fehruary  12,  1852. 
Ether  was  first  used  by  the  army  early  in  1847,  during  the  Mexican  war. 
more  particularly  on  General  Scott's  line ;  as  at  that  period  a  complicated  and  I 
fragile  inhalator  was  employed  for  its  use.  Of  the  number  of  instruments  sent 
to  the  army,  two  intended  for  the  Rio  Grande  line  were  broken  in  the  transpor- 
tation, hence  the  ether  was  little  used,  if  at  all,  on  that  line.  The  chlorofSimD 
was  early  introduced  in  the  army,  not  soon  enough  to  have  had  experience  of 
it  or  chloric  ether  during  the  war.  It  is  now  one  of  the  principal  articles  of  oor 
medical  supplies,  and  is  in  general  use. 

The  chloroform  is  as  highly  esteemed  by  the  medical  officers  of  the  army  and 
navy  as  by  the  surgeons  in  general  practice ;  it  is  certainly  an  inestimable  bo(» 
to  suffering  humanity.  To  my  knowledge  no  important  surgical  operation,  in- 
cluding reduction  of  dislocations,  fractures,  &c.,  is  performed  in  the  army  wirfj- 
out  its  being  employed. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

E.  H.  ABADIE, 
Aisiitant  Surgeon  Z7.  S.  Army. 
Hon.  W.  H.  BissELL,  Chairman,  Sfc. 

Fort  Adams,  R.  I.,  February  10,  1852. 

I  have  no  doubt  their  effect  is  greatly  to  lessen  mortality  in  surgical  operatioDft. 
Most  respectfully  your  obodient  servant, 

R.  S.  SATTERLEE. 

Surgeon  U.  S.  Army. 
Hon.  W.  H.  BissBLL,  Chairman,  Sgc, 

Wbst  Point,  N.  Y.,  February  12,  1852. 

Says  it  was  introduced  into  the  Mexican  war.  "  I  shall  consider  it  the 
greatest  boon  of  the  soldier." 

"J.  SIMONS, 
«  AmU.  Surg.  U.  S.  Armyr 

Athens,  Georgia,  February  9,  1852. 
I  reply,  that  in  the  navy  of  the  United  States,  to  my  knowledge,  both  ether 
and  chloroform  are  used  as  anaesthetic  agents. 

That  the  discovery  is  of  American  origin,  and  due  to  Dr.  Morton,  seems  se 
well  established  and  believed  that  it  is  needless  for  me  to  add  anything  on  tht 
head.  The  memory  of  such  a  man  should  be  written  "m  cerea  perenes;"  an^ 
it  would  reflect  honor  upon  his  country  to  reward  his  labors  while  living.  Such 
a  man  can  proudly  exclaim  with  the  immortal  Tycho  Broke,  "  I  have  not  livei 
in  vain.** 

A.  A.  FRANKLIN  HILL. 

AssH.  Surg.  U.  S.  Army. 
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New  York,  January  3,  1852. 

I  would  state  that  sulphuric  ether  and  tincture  of  chloroform  are  among  the 
medical  supplies  furnished  for  the  use  of  the  army. 

T.  G.  MOWER, 

Surgeon  U,  S.  Army, 

New  York,  January  31,  1852. 
Chloroform  and  sulphuric  ether  are,  I  believe,  furnished  generally  to  the 
army.     ♦     ♦     ♦     The  effect  of  these  agents  is  wonderful  and  most  valuable  in 
lessening  pain  and  suffering. 

ROBERT  MURRAY, 
Assistant  Surgeon  U.  S,  Army, 

'  Philadelphia,  January  27,  1852. 

And  so  far  as  my  observation  •  extends,  (having  witnessed  a  large  number  of 
most  painful  operations  under  the  influence  of  ether,)  I  can  but  consider  the  dis- 
covery of  the  properties  of  these  agents  as  the  greatest  boon  that  poor  suffering 
humanity  has  ever  received. 

W.  WHEATON. 

Surgeon  U,  S,  Army. 

Fort  Washington,  Indiana,  January  27,  1852. 
Medical  officers  are  supplied  with  chloroform  for  the  use  of  the  army.     ♦     ♦ 
r  liave  used  it  myself. 

LEWIS  A.  EDWARDS, 

Surgeon  U.  S,  Army, 

Germantown,  January  26,  1852. 

Some  of  these  agents  are  always  added  to  the  requisitions  of  medical  surgeons. 

O.  J.  WEBSTER, 
Assistant  Surgeon  U,  S,  Army, 

Fort  Moultrie, 
Charleston  Harbor,  S,  C,  February  19,  1852. 

Sulphuric  ether  was  used  in  the  general  hospital  at  Vera  Cruz,  Mexico,  in 
the  summer  of  1847.     I  had  charge  of  that  hospital. 

J.  B.  PORTER,  M.  D., 

Surgeon  U.  S,  Army. 

Plattsburg  Barracks,  New  York, 

I  have  used  ether,  as  before  stated,  for  many  years. 

J.  MAKLIN, 
Assistant  Surgeon  U,  S.  Army. 

Jefferson  Barracks,  Missouri. 

O.  A.  Finley,  surgeon  United  States  army,  uses  it,  and  says  :  "  As  an  alle- 
viator of  human  sufieriiig,  I  consider  it  the  most  important  discovery  that  has 
been  made  since  the  days  of  Jenner." 

Fort  Meade,  Florida, 

Jona.  Letturman,  assistant  surgepn  United  States  army,  says  he  uses  them 
in  "  diseases  involving  the  nervous  system,  in  allaying  the  vomiting  of  an  irri- 
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table  stomach,  in  cramp  colic,  and  in  delirium  tremens.  Its  administration  in 
all  was  followed  by  complete  relief.  In  a  case  of  delirium  tremens,  in  wluck 
all  the  ordinary  remedies  were  used  without  effect,  I  attribute  the  saving  tk 
patient's  life  to  the  administration  of  chloroform." 

Fort  Scott,  Missouri. 

Joseph  K.  Barnes,  assistant  surgeon  United  States  army,  says  :  "  Both  ether 
and  chloroform  have  been,  and  continue  to  be,  used  as  anaesthetic  agents  bj 
myself  and  others  in  army  practice.  The  use  of  chloroform,  under  my  imme- 
diate notice,  has  been  confined  to  its  aneesthetic  effects  during  surgical  operations 
of  some  magnitude,  in  which  freedom  from  pain  on  the  part  of  the  patient  wu 
considered  conducive  to  safety  and  celerity  in  operating.  No  medical  officer  is 
likely  to  be  without  them;" 

Fort  Dodub,  Iowa, 

Charles  C.  Keeney,  assistant  surgeon  United  States  army,  sa^s  :  "  Ether  an^ 
chloroform  are  both  used  as  anaesthetic  agents  in  the  army.  They  are  used  to 
a  great  extent  in  neuralgic  diseases,  and  in  amputations  of  the  extremities,  uA 
extirpation  of  various  tumors,  all  with  remarkable  good  effect  in  annulling  sen- 
sation and  voluntary  motion.  Where  I  have  been  stationed  they  have  bcea 
used  to  a  great  extent."  " 

Fort  Ripley,  Minnesota  Territory. 
J.  Frazier  Head,  assistant  surgeon  United  States  army,  uses  them,  and  sap: 
*' As  in  many  important  operations  in  surgery  the  nervous  shock  resulting  froa 
the  pain  experienced  is  an  element  of  great  importance  in  determining  the  iaeee 
of  the  case,  an  agent  which  removes  this  element  with  comparatiTc  safety,  and 
no  bad  influence  to  counterbalance  this  advantage,  cannot  uul  to  diminish  tbe 
mortality  attendant  upon  such  operations." 

United  States  Naval  Hospital, 

Portsmouth^  Virginia. 
N.  C.  Barrabino,  surgeon  United  States  navy,  says  ether  and  chloroform  k 
used  both  in  the  army  and  navy,  and  is  decidedly  of  the  opinion  that  their  wt 
lessens  mortality. 

Fort  McIntosh,  Lioredo^  Texas. 
G.  Pierce,  assistant  surgeon  United  States  army,  uses  them»  and  says:  **I 
am  inclined  to  form  a  very  high  opinion  of  chloroform  as  a  remedial  agent." 

Fort  Webster,  New  Mexico,  May  27,  1852. 
Sir  :  It  gives  me  pleasure,  in  compliance  with  your  request,  to  enclose  to 
you  the  accompanying  table.     My  experience  in  the  larger  amputations  is,  yoo 
will  perceive,  small,  but  favorable  in  the  highest  degree  to  the  good  effects  of 
etherization.     Wishing  you  success, 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WILLIAM  A.  HAMMOND, 

Assistant  Surgeon  Z7.  S.  Army. 
Dr.  W.  T.  G.  Morton,  Washington,  D,  C. 

Fort  Duncan,  Texas. 
All  my  experience  regarding  anaesthetic  agents  has  been  in  parturition,  and  I 
can  assure  you  that  the  effect  has  always  exceeded  my  most  sanguine  hopes. 

GEORGE  E.  COOPER, 

Assistant  Surgeon  U,  S.  Army. 


DR.   WM,   T.    G.   MORTON.  83 


Baltimore,  February  2,  1852. 

That  the  discovery  of  an  agent  which  assuages  or  annihilates  the  severe  pain 
often  experienced  in  diseases,  necesiarily  inflicted  to  a  greater  or  less  degree,  in 
operations  on  the  hmnan  hody,  and,  generally ^  incident  to  the  condition  of  the 
female  in  the  act  of  parturition  should,  at  the  very  first  hlush,  commend  itself  to 
the  acceptance  of  all  mankind,  and  that  the  discoverer  of  such  an  agent  should 
be  regarded  as  having  conferred  the  highest  earthly  boon  on  afflicted  humanity, 
are  propositions  too  obvious  to  need  the  slightest  argument  to  enforce  them. 

Whether  ether  or  chloroform  is  used  in  the  army  for  anaesthetic  purposes  I 
have  no  means  of  knowing,  but  it  is  certainly  so  used  in  the  practice  of  the 
navy. 

I  am,  sir,  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  BEALE,  M.  D., 


Hon.  W.  H.  BissBLL,  Chairman,  dc. 


Surgeon  United  States  Navy, 


Naval  Rendezvous, 
New  York,  February  7,  1852. 

By  most  of  the  medical  profession  these  agents  are  highly  appreciated,  and  it 
is  believed  that  Mr.  Morton,  who  made  public  his  discovery  of  the  anaesthetic 
.    power  of  ether,  is  deserving  a  public  reward. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

D.  S.  EDWARDS, 
-  •         Surgeon  United  States  Navy. 

_:        Hon.  W.  H.  BissELL,  Chairman,  Sfc. 

^  Erie,  Pennsylvania,  January  30,  1852. 

I  should  hold  myself  bound  to  use  sometimes  the  one,  sometimes  the  other,  in 
various  conditions  of  disease  and  injury. 

WM.  MAXWELL  WOOD, 
~  Surgeon  United  Stoics  Navy, 

Norfolk,  February  4,  1852. 

■~        Chloroform  or  sulphuric  ether  are  used  in  the  naval  sei-vice  as  an  anaesthetic 
agent. 

They  are  principally  used  in  the  naval  service  to  lessen  pain  and  enable   a 
timid  or  excitable  patient  to  undergo  an  operation. 

JAMES  CORNICK, 
^  Surgeon  United  States  Navy^ 

zz  Philadelphia. 

That  they  are  used  in  the  army  and  navy.     I  think  they  diminish  mortality. 

DANIEL  EGBERT, 
^  Surgeon  United  States  Navy. 

Philadelphia. 

I  have  used  chloroform  as  an  anaesthetic  agent  in  xhy  practice  in  the  navy. 

J.  HOPKINSON,  United  States  Navy. 

United  States  Ship  Pennsylvania, 
_-\  Norfolk,  Virginia. 

z^:      D.  B.  Phillips,  assistant  surgeon  United  States  navy,  uses  them,  and  speaks 
^   of  them  in  the  highest  terms. 
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Annapolis,  Maryland. 

My  experience  has  been,  as  yet,  limited  to  some  sixteen  surgical  cases.  In 
preventing  the  sufferings  of  surgical  operations,  I  consider  chloric  ether  entitled  to 
rank  as  the  crowning  medical  discovery  of  the  day.  The  cases  in  which  I  used 
it  were  for  the  removal  of  cancerous  breasts  and  large  tumors  situated  in  delicate 
parts.  I  should  strenuously  recommend  its  introduction  on  board  of  our  v^sck- 
of- war. 

NINIAN  PINKNEY, 
Surgeon  United  States  Navy. 

United  States  Naval  Hospital,  Chelua. 

They  are  both  used  as  ansesthetic  agents  in  the  navy. 

S.  RUDENSTEIN, 

Uuited  Stat^  Navy. 

United  States  Ship  Pennsylvania, 

Norfolk,  Virginia. 

Chloroform  is  used  in  the  navy.  Its  use  has  been  confined  to  amputations  and 
other  painful  and  protracted  surgical  operations,  and  with  decided  benefit. 

D.  B.  PHILLIPS, 
Assistant  Surgeon  United  States  Nary. 

Philadelphia. 

Ether  and  chloroform  are  both  employed  as  ansesthetic  agents  in  the  United 
States  navy.     Diminish  mortality  in  a  very  notable  proportion. 

JOHN  O'CONNOR  BARCLAY. 
Passed  Assistant  Surgeon  United  States  Navy. 

United  States  Navy  Yard, 

Gosport,  Virginia. 
Samuel  Barrington,  surgeon  United  States  navy,  says  they  are  used  in  the 
army  and  navy. 

United  States  Steam  Frigate  San  Jaclnto, 

Gosport,  Virginia. 

I  have  witnessed  the  use  of  ether  and  chloroform  as  anaesthetic  agents  in  the 
navy.  These  agents  have  been  very  generally  employed  in  a  great  variety  of 
cases,  and  with  favorable  effect. 

JOHN  H.  WRIGHT, 
Passed  Assistant  Surgeon  United  States  Navy. 

United  States  Naval  Rendezvous, 

Boston,  January  30,  1852. 
I  have  seen  chloroform  used  in  the  navy.     ♦     ♦     •     I  would  use  it  in  aD 
surgical  operations  when  it  was  desirable  to  prevent  pain. 

GEO.  MALTSBY,  United  States  Navy 

United  States  Marine  Hospital,  St,  Louis. 

My  impression  is,  that  they  are  used  in  the  army  and  navy  to  a  considerable 

extent,  my  impression  being  derived  from  an  acquaintance  with  many  of  the 

medical  staff  of  those  branches  of  the  public  service,  from  their  publications  in 

the  medical  joumsiB  ot  \\i^  eounX-iy ,  «ii^  itoia.  ^^vt  \KasiN^\v  dia^sition  to  ke^ 
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pace  with  the  progress  of  science.  They  are  regarded  as  one  of  the  greatest 
gifts  that  science  could  lay  on  the  altar  of  humanity.  They  have  now  been  used 
on  perhaps  millions  of  persons,  indiscriminately,  in  both  hemispheres. 

CHAS.  A.  POPE,  United  States  Navy. 

United  States  Marine  Hospital, 

New  Orleans,  February  17,  1852. 
As  regards  the  use  of  ansBsthetic  agents,  we  have  invariably  employed  chlo- 
roform in  operations ;  also  for  perineal  section,  for  stricture  of  the  urethra,  and 
minor  surgery,  without  any  unpleasant  results,  and,  I  think,  with  more  favora- 
ble convalescence. 

P.  B.  McKELVEY, 
Principal  Physician  and  Surgeon, 

Dr.  J.  H.  Hopkinson,  United  States  navy,  uses  chloroform. 

William  Lowber,  United  States  navy,  says  ether  and  chloroform  are  csed. 

John  H.  Wright,  passed  assistant  surgeon  United  States  navy,  uses  them. 

D.  B.  Phillips,  assistant  surgeon  United  States  navy,  has  used  them. 

John  L.  Fox,  surgeon  United  States  naval  hospital,  Chelsea,  says  he  has  used 
them. 

John  L.  Burtt.  United  States  navy,  United  States  naval  hospital,  New  York, 
uses  chloroform. 

George  Blacknall,  surgeon  United  States  navy,  Norfolk,  Virginia,  says  they 
are  used. 

William  A.  Nelson,  M.  D.,  United  States  navy,  says  it  is  used  in  the  navy. 

D.  S.  Edwards,  surgeon  United  States  navy,  says  ether  and  chloroform  are 
used  in  the  navy. 

Charles  S.  Tripler,  surgeon  United  States  army,  Fort  Gratiot,  Michigan,  uses 
them. 

R.  O.  Wood,  surgeon  United  States  army,  says  it  has  been  used  in  the  army. 

A.  S.  Wotherspoou,  assistant  surgeon  United  States  army — surgeon  general's 
I  office— bears  testimony  to  its  high  value. 

Josiah  Simpson,  assistant  surgeon  United  States  army,  Fort  Wood,  New  York 
harbor,  uses  ether. 

Dr.  Macklin,  assistant  surgeon  United  States  army,  uses  ether. 

L.  D.  Williams,  Havre  de  Grace,  says  aniesthetic  agents  are  used. 

Ebenezer  Swift,  surgeon  United  States,  Fort  Martin  Scott,  Texas,  uses  ansBS- 
thetic  agents. 

Dr.  J.  N.  Schoolfield,  marine  hospital,  Norfolk,  Virginia,  use  sanaesthetic 
agents. 

Dr.  Henry  S.  Leveret,  United  States  marine  hospital,  Mobile,  uses  anaesthetic 
agents. 

Dr.  William  Ingalls,  United  States  marine  hospital,  Chelsea,  Massachusetts, 
uses  ansBSthetie  agents. 

Dr.  M.  L.  Hewitt,  United  States  marine  hospital,  Cleveland,  Oh^f^,  ii^i  s  tlniu. 

Alexander  H.  Hassier,  Texas,  assistant  surgeon  United  Stati^^  anny,  uses 
'   anaesthetic  agents. 

Thomas  H,  Williams,  assistant  surgeon  United  States  army,  Fort  North, 
:    Texas,  speaks  highly  of  them.  ^ 

T.  C.  Madison,  United  States  army,  uses  anaesthetic  agents*  ^ 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  Henry  L  Bowditchy  physician  of  the  Massachusetts 

General  Hospital, 

Boston,  Janur- 

I  presume  that  the  dicovery  of  the  anaesthetic  properties  of  ttUi 
tical  application  to  medicine,  will  take  a  rank  quite  equal  1q  "C^^ 


86  DR.   WM.   T.    G.   MORTON. 

To  no  one  does  the  world  owe  so  much  for  this  practical  application  as  to  Dr' 
Morton.  In  fact,  I  am  fallj  convinced  that  had  it  not  been  for  the  boldnea 
of  that  gentleman  the  world,  to  the  present  hour,  would  have  been  ignorant  d 
these  peculiar  adaptations  of  ether  to  alleviate  human  suffering.  I  say  bold- 
ness now.  In  former  times,  however,  I  said  rcuhneis  ;  for  I  believe  I  may  say, 
without  fear  of  contradiction,  that  tl^e  medical  profession^  as  a  body,  would  hare 
feared  death  as  the  result  from  experiments  such  as  are  now  made  diulj 
without  the  least  fear.  Dr.  Morton  has  convinced  us  from  error.  Doubtless  he 
received  suggestions  from  other  similar  experiments  made  by  several  individ- 
uals, but  to  his  indomitable  perseverance  do  we  finaUy  owe  all  the  essential 
good  which  the  discoverer  has  bestowed  on  man. 

I  hope,  therefore,  that  Dr.  Morton  will  receive  a  tribute  of  respect  from 
Congress  that  shall  be  commensurate  with  the  great  benefits  that  he  has 
bestowed  upon  the  nation. 

I  remain,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

HENBY  I.  BOWDITCa 

Hon.  W.  H.  BissBLL. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  Henry  J.  BigeloWy  professor  in  Harvard  Univenk^, 
and  surgeon  in  Massachusetts  General  Hospital, 

Boston,  January  3,  1852. 

I^  trust  that  Dr.  Morton  will  now  at  last  receive  a  substantial  and  libeial 
return  for  his  discovery  that  ether  can  annul  pain — 1  with  safety — with  \m 
risk,  for  example,  than  everybody  daily  encounters  either  in  walking  or  riding; 
2,  with  certainty  in  every  case. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  respectfully,  your  ob*t  servant, 

HENBY  J.  BIGELOW. 
W.  H.  BissELL,  Chairman,  ifc. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  James  Jackson,  M.  D.,  professor  emeritus  of  theory 
and  practice  of  physic  in  the  University  at  Cambridge^  honorary  member 
qfthe  Royal  Medico- Chirurgical  Society  of  London,  dtc^ 

Boston,  January  5,  1852. 
I  have,  nevertheless,  watched  the  new  use  of  ether  and  chloroform  with 
great  interest  from  the  first  annunciation  of  this  discovery  by  Dr.  Morton;  and 
I  will  say,  in  general,  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  exaggerate  the  benefits  of 
these  anaesthetic  agents. 

The  great  and  undoubted  benefits  of  ether  are  shown  in  surgical  and  obstetiic 
practice ;  and  I  believe  these  are  such  as  to  entitle  the  discoverer  of  its  good 
effects,  when  employed  by  inhalation,  to  a  very  large  reward. 
I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JA3IES  JACKSON. 
Hon.  W.  H.  Bissell. 

In  a  communication  to  the  former  committee  of  the  House,  Dr.  Jacksoo 
says: 

"In  my  opinion  Dr.  Morton  is  entitled  to  a  grant  from  Congress,  for  the 
ether  discovery,  more  than  any  and  all  other  persons  in  the  world." 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  Richard  Crirdler,  M.  D. 

Boston,  January  27,  1852. 
I  was  present  at  those  operations  when  ether  was  first  administered  at  the 
hospital ;  saw  its  effects  with  admiration  and  astonishment,  and  am  witness  to 
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its  SQccessfdl  application  almost  every  day;  and  hope  the  committee  will  report 
favorably  upon  the  just  claims  of  Wm.  T.  G.  Morton,  who  I  believe  is  entitled 
to  the  merit  of  the  discovery,  and  consequently  should  receive  a  fitting  reward. 
Very  respectfully,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

RICHARD  GIRDLER, 
Superintendent  Massachusetts  General  Hospital, 
Hon.  W.  H.  BissBLL. 

Extract  of  a   letter  from    George  Hat/ward,  M.  X>.,  professor  of  Harvard 
University  f  and  surgeon  in  Massachusetts  General  Hospital, 

Boston,  January  8,  1852. 

I  cannot  close  this  letter  without  saying  that  I  regard  sulphuric  ether,  the 
agent  first  used  by  Dr.  Morton,  as  by  far  the  best  ansesthetic  agent;  that  I 
believe  the  world  are  indebted  to  him  for  its  introduction  into  practice  by 
prdving  by  actual  experiment,  what  was  not  before  known  or  generally  believed, 
that  it  could  be  inhaled  with  safety. 

I  certainly  regard  this  discovei^  as  one  of  the  greatest  of  the  age,  and  think 
that  Dr.  Morton  is  entitled  to  a  liberal  grant  from  our  country  for  the  benefit 
that  he  has  conferred  on  the  human  race. 

I  am,  with  much  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

GEO.  HAYWARD. 

Hon.  W.  H.  BissBLL. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  Thomas  P.  Jackson, 

Boston,  February  4,  1852. 

I  consider  the  discovery  and  introduction  of  sulphuric  ether  as  an  ansesthetic 
agent  to  be  second  to  no  discovery  in  medical  science,  not  even  to  the  discovery 
of  vaccination,  and  that  we  are  solely  indebted  for  its  introduction  by  Dr. 
Wm.  T.  G.  Morton. 

My  opinion  is  that  no  compensation  Congress  can  confer  on  Dr.  Morton  will 
equal  his  deserts,  and  I  really  hope  that  for  once  a  deserving  man  may  receive 
his  recompense  during  his  life,  instead  of  having  a  monument  erected  over  his 
grave.  I  would  say,  in  conclusion,  that  I  have  not  the  slightest  acquaintance 
with  Dr.  Morton,  and  that  I  believe  it  is  the  general  wish  of  the  profession 
in  this  vicinity  that  Dr.  Morton  shall  receive  some  remuneration  for  the  benefits 
he  has  conferred  on  suffering  humanity. 
Yours,  respectfully, 

THOS.  P.  JACKSON,  M,  D. 

Hon.  Wm.  H.  Biss&ll. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  Dr,  Putnam, 

Boston,  February  14,  1852. 

In  regard  to  the  estimate  in  which  I  hold  it,  (ether,)  I  cannot  perhaps  give  a 
more  satisfactory  proof  than  by  stating  that,  immediately  after  my  first  experi- 
ments, I  insisted  on  Dr.  Morton's  acceptance  of  a  small  sum  of  money  in 
acknowledgment  of  my  personal  obligation  to  him,  and  as  an  earnest  of  what  I 
considered  to  be  his  due  from  the  whole  community. 
With  great  respect,  I  am  yours, 

CHAS.  G.  PUTNAM,  M,D, 
Thb  Committee. 
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Extract  of  a  letter  from  Augustus  A.  Gould,  M.  D. 

Boston,  January  15,  1852. 

I  cannot  but  hope  that  Congress  will  do  something  noble  in  this  case.  Otkr 
nations  have  already  bestowed  honors  and  emoluments  upon  those  thej  hsTe 
deemed  entitled  in  testimonial  of  their  appreciation  of  this  the  greatest  boon 
which  has  yet  been  granted  to  the  keenest  sufferings  of  mankind.  And  it  is  noi 
seemly  that  our  own  nation  should  pass  by  in  silence  one  of  the  greatest  and 
most  universally  applicable  discoveries  which  the  world  can  boast  of.  The  per- 
son or  persons  instrumental  in  bestowing  it  deserve  substantial  reward. 

I  have  happened  to  know  every  step  in  the  early  introduction  of  the  use  rf 
ether  as  an  anaesthetic  agent.  And  I  am  familiar  with  the  odium,  the  denuncia- 
tions, and  the  persecutions,  and  threatened  persecutions,  which  were  so  liberally 
showered  at  its  introduction.  They  came  from  honest  men,  whose  experience 
had  led  them  to  apprehend  serious  danger.  But  with  firmness  of  purpose,  dis- 
regard oi  threats,  and  no  lack  or  stint  of  expense,  the  demonstration  was  soon 
complete,  and  all  rational  opposition  has  long  since  been  silent;  and  now  it  is 
not  only  a  subject  for  nationial  pride  and  national  gratitude,  but  it  commands  and 
receives  the  gratitude  of  the  world. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant,  , 

AUGUSTUS  A.  GOULD. 

Hon.  W.  H.  BissELL. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  Albion  S.  Dudley,  M,  J}. 

Boston,  February  3,  1852. 
Dr.  Morton  certainly  was  the  first  in  this  city  to  reveal  the  ansesthetic  effect! 
of  the  sulphuric  ether  to  the  public,  and  successfully  introduce  it  into  the  Mas- 
sachusetts Medical  College,  to  my  certain  knowledge. 
1  have  the  honor  to  be,  yours,  respectfully, 

ALBION  S.  DUDLEY. 
Hon.  W.  H.  BissELL. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  A.  L.  Peirson,  M.  D. 

Salem,  January  17,  1852. 

I  have  toiled  through  five  and  thirty  years  of  medical,  and  especially  surgical* 
practice,  in  a  dense  population,  during  most  of  the  time  in  conscious  need  of 
some  pain-destroying  remedy,  and  I  haU  the  discoyery  of  the  application  of  Uie 
properties  of  ether  with  devout  gratitude  to  a  beneficent  Creator,  who  has  vouch- 
safed such  a  blessing  to  suffering  humanity;  and  with  sincere  thankfulness  to 
Dr.  Morton  as  being  the  efficient  and  fortunate  agent  by  whose  means  it  has 
been  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  medical  profession.  For  although  the  inhala- 
tion of  ether,  to  produce  intoxication,  may  not  have  been  a  new  idea  previous  to 
October,  1846,  yet  Dr.  Morton  at  that  time  partially  demonstrated  its  safety, 
utility,  and  applicability  in  making  surgical  operations  painless,  and  was  the 
procuring  cause  of  its  being  now  employed  by  all  classes  of  medical  practitioners 
in  taking  away  that  dread  of  human  nature,  pain. 

I  have  the  honor  to  subscribe  myself,  very  respectfully,    . 

A.  L.  PEIRSON. 

Hon.  W.  H.  BissBLL. 


I 
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Lietterjrwn  J.  F.  May ,  professor  of  surgery  National  Medical  College^  Wash- 
ington. 

Washington,  February  10,  1852. 

Sir:  I  have  received  your  circular  requesting  of  me  an  answer  to  the  follow- 
ing inquiries: 

Ist.  Is  ether  or  chloroform  used  as  an  anaesthetic  agent  in  your  institution  ? 

2d.  If  used,  to  what  extent,  in  what  classes  of  diseases,  or  of  operations,  and 
-with  what  effect  ? 

3d.  What,  in  your  opinion,  is  their  effect  in  diminishing  mortality  ? 

4th.  To  what  extent,  in  what  classes  of  cases,  and  with  what  result  are  they 
need  in  private  practice  in  your  vicinity  ? 

5th.  In  what  appreciation  are  they  held  by  the  medical  faculty  within  your 
knowledge  ? 

I  reply : 

1st.  Chloric  ether  is  always  used  by  me  and  my  colleagues  as  an  anaesthetic 
agent  in  every  operation  of  any  importance  that  is  performed  in  the  Washington 
Infirmary,  of  which  institution  I  am  one  of  the  surgeons. 

2d.  For  more  than  three  years  I  have  constantly  used  it,  both  in  hospital  and 
in  private  practice,  and  it  has  never  in  a  single  instance  disappointed  me  in  pro- 
ducing insensibility  to  pain,  and  I  have  never  found  its  administration  to  be  at- 
tended or  followed  by  any  serious  result.  I  have  given  it  at  all  ages,  from  the 
tender  infant  to  the  old  and  infirm  man,  and  from  a  few  moments  to  more  than 
an  hour  at  a  time.  I  have  performed  under  its  influence  many  of  the  most  im- 
portant and  capital  operations  of  surgery ;  among  which  I  may  mention  lithotomy, 
strangulated  hernia,  the  removal  of  tumors- from  various  regions,  the  different 
amputations  of  both  the  upper  and  lower  extremities,  from  the  removal  of  a 
finger  to  disarticulation  of  the  hip  joint,  &c. 

3d.  I  am  perfectly  convinced  that  the  use  of  anaesthetic  agents  has  greatly 
diminished  the  mortality  of  surgical  operations,  and  I  am  prepared  to  say,  further, 
that  I  would  almost  a«  soon  think  of  amputating  a  limb  without  previously  com- 
pressing its  principal  artery  as  to  perform  a  difficult  and  dangerous  operation 
without  first  putting  the  patient  in  an  anaesthetic  state.  I  consider  it,  in  fact, 
80  important  an  element  to  the  success  of  the  surgeon  in  severe  and  formidable 
operations,  by  preventing  all  shock  to  the  system,  that  I  think  he  ought  to  de- 
cline any  operation  of  magnitude  and  danger,  should  he  meet  with  a  refusal  on 
the  part  of  the  patient  to  be  subjected  to  its  influence.  But  fortunately  there 
are  few  who  are  not  only  willing  but  anxious  to  be  soothed  by  the  magic  spell 
which,  to  the  victim,  robs  surgery  of  nearly  all  its  terrors,  and  to  the  surgeon 
brings  pleasure,  from  the  knowledge  that  he  inflicts  no  pain. 

4th.  I  believe  that  all  important  surgical  operations  in  private  practice  in  this 
vicinity  are  performed  under  anaesthetic  influence,  and  with  the  results  that  I 
have  already  mentioned. 

5th.  I  believe  that  the  medical  faculty  throughout  the  civilized  world,  where 
anaesthesia  has  been  introduced,  consider  it  to  be  one  of  the  greatest  boons  that 
has  ever  been  given  to  suffering  man ;  and  believing  Dr.  Morton  to  be  its  dis- 
coverer, I  trust  he  will  receive  from  government  a  compensation  commensurate 
with  the  immense  benefit  it  has  conferred  upon  the  human  race. 
I  have  the,  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  &c., 

JNO.  FRED'K  MAY. 

Hon.  W.  H.  BissELL. 
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Extract  of  a  letter  from  Alex,  H.  SteevtM,  M,  2>. 

New  York,  January^,  1852. 

Without  the  slightest  knowledge  of  Dr.  Morton,  or  of  any  one  connected, « 
claiming  to  be  connected,  with  this  discovery,  and  without  assuming  that  he  b    ■ 
mainly  the  discoverer,  which  yet  I  believe^  I  take  leave  to  state  that  the  ckims 
of  scientific  discoverers  to  reward  is  a  strong  one. 

The  community  is  taxed  by  patent  rights  for  inventions  to  the  amount  of 
many  millions  annually.  The  men  of  science  paying  themselves  a  part  of  tbe«c 
taxes,  and  bringing  to  light,  by  their  unpaid  labors,  scientific  discoveries  from 
which  these  inventions  in  a  great  measure  take  their  rise,  are  left  entirely,  in 
this  country,  without  any  reward  whatsoever.  In  Europe  they  are  rewarded, 
besides  that  they  are  supported  by  salaries  attached  to  their  membership  of  sci- 
entific institutions. 

In  view  of  these  considerations,  and  looking  not  only  to  what  is  just  as  be- 
tween science  and  government,  but  what  is,  in  a  very  high  degree,  and  alto- 
gether beyond  the  appreciation  of  unlearned  men,  expedient,  as  respects  the 
interest  of  the  government,  liberal  -rewards  should  be  given  for  unpatented  dis- 
coveries. 

With  very  great  respect,  I  am,  very  truly,  your  obedient  servant, 

ALEX.  H.  STEEVEN8. 

Hon.  W.  H.  BissBLL. 

P.  8. — From  an  official  connexion  with  the  three  great  hospitals  in  this  city, 
embracing  about  3,000  patients,  I  am  enabled  to  state  that  anaesthetic  agents 
are  generally  used  in  puerperal  cases,  in  painful  chronic  diseases,  in  the  reduc- 
tion of  fractures  and  dislocations,  and  in  other  capital  surgical  operations,  manj 
of  which  are  rendered  more  successftil,  and  not  a  few  only  practicable  by  their 
use.  I  consider  it  the  greatest  discovery  in  medicine  since  that  of  Jenner.  It 
is  to  the  healing  art  what  steam  navigation,  electro-magnetism,  and  railroad 
travelling  are  to  commercial  and  social  communications. 

A.  H.  S. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  Hugh  H,  McGaire,  M,  D. 

Winchester,  Virginia, 
I  regard  the  discovery  of  ansesthetic  agents  the  most  important  discovery 
made  in  surgery  for  the  last  century.  It  is  also  entirely  American ;  for  although 
attempts  have  been  made  for  a  long  time  to  destroy  sensibility  to  surgical  ope- 
rations, no  approximation  was  made  to  it  until  it  was  discovered,  in  Boston,  that 
sulphuric  ether  would  produce  total  insensibility.  Now,  it  has  been  the  prac- 
tice in  all  enlightened  countries  to  reward  important  discoveries  in  a  very  liberal 
manner,  I  do  hope  that  an  American  Congress  will  not  fail  to  follow  the  ex- 
ample. The  use  of  these  agents  have  become  so  common  and  general  through- 
out Europe,  that  a  late  distinguished  professor,  of  Philadelphia,  during  a  visit 
to  Europe,  was  constantly  asked  if  it  was  possible  any  surgeons  in  America 
could  be  found  opposed  to  them.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  stating  that  not  only 
is  pain  avoided,  but  many  lives  saved  by  their  use ;  for  the  nervous  shock,  in 
consequence  of  serious  operations,  not  unfrequently  ends  in  death.  This  is 
avoided  by  anaesthesia.         ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  •  t 

It  would  be  just  and  proper  to  make  him  a  liberal  pension  for  it.     It  would 
not  only  be  an  incentive  and  stimulus  to ,  further  discoveries  in  this  extensirf* 
field  of  science,  but  redound  to  the  credit  of  the  government,  here  and  abroad. 
Very  truly,  your  friend, 

HUGH  H.  McGTJIRE, 

Professor  of  Surgery. 
Hon.  Chas.  J.  Faulkner. 
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Jacob  Bigelow,  M.  D.,  president  of  the  Academy  of  Arts  and  Sciences,  pro- 
fessor in  Harvard  University,  and  physician  to  Massachusetts  General  Hospital, 
in  a  letter  to  Hon.  W.  H.  Bissell,  says  : 

"  It  is  considered  by  myself,  and  by  the  more  intelligent  part  of  my  medical 
friends,  as  the  most  important  medicaJ  discovery  of  the  present  age." 

In  an  article  published  in  the  Medical  and  Surgical  Journal  of  July  7,  1847, 
he  says : 

**  In  the  case  of  Dr.  Jackson,  if  he  did  make  the  discovery  in  1842,  as  as- 
serted, or  even  later,  he  stands  accountable  for  the  mass  of  human  misery  which 
he  has  permitted  his  fellow-creatures  to  undergo,  from  the  time  when  he  made 
his  discovery  to  the  time  when  Dr.  Morton  made  his.  In  charity  we  prefer  to 
believe  that,  up  to  the  latter  period,  he  had  no  definite  notion  of  &e  real  power 
of  ether  in  surgery,  having  seen  no  case  of  its  application  in  that  science." 

Letter  from  Profuior  Simpsony  the  diecoverer  of  chloroform, 

Edinburgh,  November  19,  1847. 

Mv  Dbar  Sib  :  I  have  much  pleasure  in  offering,  for  your  kind  acceptance, 
the  accompanying  pamphlet.  Since  it  was  published,  we  have  had  various  other 
operations  performed  here,  equally  successful.  I  have  a  note  from  Mr.  Liston, 
telling  me  also  of  its  perfect  success  in  London.  Its  rapidity  and  depth  are 
amazing. 

In  the  Monthly  Journal  of  Medical  Science  for  September,  I  have  a  long 
article  on  etherization,  vindicating  your  claims  over  those  of  Jackson. 

Of  course,  the  great  thought  is  that  of  producing  insensibility ;  and  for  that 
the  world  is,  I  think,  indebted  to  you. 

I  read  a  paper  lately  to  our  society,  showing  that  it  was  recommended  by 
Pliny,  &c.,  in  old  times. 

With  very  great  esteem  for  you,  allow  me  to  subscribe  myself. 
Yours,  very  faithfully, 

J.  Y.  SIMPSON. 

Dr.  W.  T.  G.  Morton. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  J.  Parkman,  M.  D.,  of  Boston. 

Life  may  also  be  saved  from  the  more  ready  submission  of  the  patients  to 
necessary  operations,  since  they  can  be  assured  that  they  are  painless.  And 
inasmuch  as  pain  and  spasm  do  destroy  life,  it  is  fair  to  presume  that  agents  re- 
lieving these  must  diminish  mortality. 

In  private  practice  in  this  city  ansesthetic  agents  are  in  universal  use  in  all 
surgical  operations,  and  also  in  all  the  operations  of  midwifery.  They  are  in 
quite  general  use  in  all  diseases  requiring  an  antidote  to  pain  and  spasm,  as 
one  of  the  means  to  allay  them,  and  some  practitioners  use  them  in  all  cases  of 
childbirth. 

I  remain,  very  respectfully. 

J.  PARKMAN, 
One  of  the  Surgeons  of  the  Mass,  Gen,  Hospital, 
Hon.  W.  H.  Bissell. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  S,  D,  Townsendj  M,  X>.,  of  Boston, 

It  has  been  used  almost  daily  for  diseases  of  a  spasmodic  and  painful 
character,  and  in  all  surgical  operations,  with  the  effect  of  relieving  pain  and 
annihilating  perfectly  all  suffering  in  surgical  operations.    I  believe  it  disiini^' 
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mortality,  by  relieving  spasmodic  diseases,  and  preventing  the  severe  shock  of 
surgical  operations.  In  private  practice  it  has  been  used  to  tlie  same  ext^it, 
and  .in  the  same  classes  of  cases,  and  with  the  same  result  as  occurring  m  fbe 
Massachusetts  General  Hospital,  with  the  addition  of  cases  of  midwiferj,  in 
which  it  prevents  the  sensation  of  pain,  without  retarding  delivery. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  D.  TOWNSEND, 
One  of  the  Surgeons  of  the  Mass,  Gen.  Hospital, 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  S.  Mason  Warren,  M,  D.,  of  Boston, 

Sulphuric  ether  and  strong  chloric  ether  are  used  at  the  Massachosette 
General  Hospital.     Chloroform  is  not  used. 

The  above  substances  are  used  in  almost  every  surgical  operation,  and  is 
many  diseases  attended  with  severe  pain.  I  have  seen  them  exhibited  in  more 
than  two  thousand  cases,  including  hospital  and  private  practice,  and  never 
with  any  bad  result.  By  preventing  the  severe  shock  to  the  systena  in  surgical 
operations,  it  is  probable  tiat  they  have  an  influence  in  diminishing  mortditr. 
In  surgical  operations  in  private  practice,  I  have  used  the  chloric  and  sulphuric 
ethers,  principally  the  former ;  also  in  many  obstetric  cases,  and  to  relieve  suf- 
fering in  paiiiful  diseases,  often  as  a  substitute  for  opiiun ;  and  I  believe  them 
to  be  used  by  most  other  practitioners  of  Boston  and  the  vicinity,  for  the  same 
purposes,  and  with  a  satisfactory  result. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

S.  MASON  WARREN, 
One  of  the  Surgeons  of  the  Ma^s.  Gen,  Hospital, 

Hon.  W.  H.  BissBLL. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  John  Ware,  M,  X>.,  of  Boston, 

Their  most  important  use  is  in  the  practice  of  midwifery.  They  are  employed 
very  generally  in  severe,  protracted,  and  dangerous  cases.  My  belief  is,  from 
my  own  experience,  and  from  the  concurrent  testimony  of  all  practitioners  with 
wnose  opinions  I  am  conversant,  that  they  not  only  diminish,  and  sometimes 
annihilate,  the  suffering  which  is  attendant  on  parturition,  but  that  they  lessen  also 
the  dread  of  it,  which  is  so  strong  a  feeling  in  the  minds  of  females ;  and  further, 
that  they  render  patients  less  liable  to  the  subsequent  ill  effects  of  severe 
labors,  especially  those  in  which  the  use  of  instruments  are  necessary. 

I  have  employed  or  seen  them  employed  in  asthma,  in  croup,  in  convulsions  of 
children  and  adults,  in  neuralgia,  in  the  spasmodic  affections  of  fever,  and  in 
many  other  cases  of  a  more  indefinite  character,  into  the  description  of  which 
it  is  not  now  necessary  to  your  purpose  to  enter.  I  have  also  employed  them 
with  signal  advantage  to  alleviate  the  sufferings  which  occur  toward  the  close  of 
life,  or  in  the  act  of  death,  in  patients  who  have  had  irrecoverable  diseases. 

Their  introduction  is  regarded  by  all  practitioners  within  my  circle  of  ac- 
quaintance, whose  opinions  I  should  regard  as  of  value,  as  the  most  important 
discovery  in  practical  medicine  and  surgery,  which  has  been  made  since  that  of 
vaccination  by  Dr.  Jenner. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  WARE. 

Hon.  W.  H.  BissBLL. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  J,  S.  Jones,  M.  D„  of  Boston, 

In  the  private  practice  in  my  vicinity  the  use  of  these  anaesthetic  agents  is 
quite  conmion  in  dentistry,  in  midwifery,  and  scarcely  any  operation  of  surgery 
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is  performed  without  its  use.     The  reduction  of  dislocations  and  the  adaptation 
of  fractured  bones   are  materially  aided  by  the  effects  of  ether,  besides  the 
freedom  from  suffering  enjoyed  by  the  injured  person  when  under  its  effects. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

J.  8.  JONES. 
Hon.  W.  H.  Bis*  ELL. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  Z.  B.  Adamsj  M,  D.,  of  Boston, 

It  is  almost  uniformly  used,  both  in  public  and  private  practice,  in  dentistry, 
in  midwifery,  and  in  all  surgical  operations ;  also  to  cause  muscular  relaxation 
in  the  reduction  of  hernia;  has  been  eminently  successful  in  cases  of  convul- 
sions after  delivery,  and  in  alleviating  the  excruciating  pain  caused**by  the  pas- 
sage of  calculi  through  the  ureters.  It  is  an  exceedingly  rare  thing  to  hear  of 
any  dangerous  or  even  serious  effects  from  the  use  of  either  ether  or  chloroform. 
The  good  effects  are  almost  incalculable. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

Z.  B.  ADAMS. 

Hon.  W.  H.  BissELL. 

Extract  from  a  letter  toritten  hy  Dr,  John  Jeffries^  physician  to  the  Massachu- 
setts Gineral  Hospital. 

For  my  opinion  of  the  benefits  bestowed  upon  the  world  by  Dr.  Morton, 
please  allow  me  to  refer  you  to  a  note  addressed  by  me  to  the  Hon.  R.  C.  Win- 
throp : 

"  Dr.  Morton,  who  visits  Washington  to  seek  some  remuneration  from  gov- 
ernment for  the  benefit  which  he  has  conferred  4ipon  the  country  by  the  intro- 
duction of  sulphuric  ether,  requests  me  to  express  to  you  my  opinion  (which  I 
do  most  unreservedly)  that  the  world  is  indebted  entirely  to  Dr.  Morton  for  the 
introduction  of  this  agent  to  produce  insensibility  to  pain,  and  that  it  is  a  phy- 
sical blessing  not  second  to  any  that  has  been  conferred  upon  suffering  humanity. 

'*  I  sincerely  hope  that  Dr.  Morton  will  receive  some  remuneration  for  his 
very  great  benefaction. 

"  With  high  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  JEFFRIES. 

"  Hon.  R.  C.  WiNTHROP, 

**  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives ^ 

Oliver  W.  Holmes,  the  distinguished  poet,  and  a  physician  to  the  Massachu- 
setts General  Hospital,  held  the  following  language  in  an  opening  address  of  the 
Medical  college,  Boston  : 

"The  knife  is  searching  for  disease,  the  pulleys  are  dragging  back  dislocated 
limbs.  Nature  herself  is  working  out  the  primal  curse,  which  doomed  the  tender- 
est  of  her  creatures  to  the  sharpest  of  her  trials ;  but  the  fierce  extremity  of 
suffering  has  been  steeped  in  the  waters  of  forgetfulness,  and  the  deepest  furrow 
in  the  knotted  brow  of  agony  has  been  smoothed  forever." 

Again,  in  a  communication  to  the  Hon.  Isaac  E.  Morse,  he  says : 
"  It  is  a  notorious  and  wholly  undisputed  fact  that  Doctor  Morton  in  person 
instituted  the  first  decisive  experiments,  at  the  risk  of  his  reputation,  and  with 
a  courage  and  perseverance,  without  which,  even  had  the  idea  of  the  possibility 
of  such  effects  been  entertained,  the  world  might  have  waited  centuries  or  in- 
definitely before  the  result  was  reached. 

"  It  is  well  known  that  Dr.  Morton,  instead  of  profiting  by  his  discovery,  has 
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BufPered  in  mind,  body  and  estate,  in  consequence  of  the  time  and  toil  he  b» 
consecrated  to  it. 

"  I  have  no  particular  relations  with  Dr.  Morton,  and  no  interest  in  comnKra 
with  him  to  bias  me  in  my  opinion  and  feelings.  But,  remembering  what  otha 
countries  have  done  for  their  public  benefactors,  and  unwilling  to  believe  that  i 
rich  and  prosperous  republic  cannot  afford  and  will  not  incline  to  indulge  its 
gratitude  whenever  a  proper  occasion  presents  itself,  I  have  addressed  you  this 
line  to  tell  you  that  I  think  now  is  the  time  and  this  is  the  man. 

"O.  W.  HOLMES. 

"  Hon.  Isaac  E.  Morse." 

Extract  of  a  letter  from,  Geo,  B,  Loring,  M.  D.,  Salcnif  Mass. 

It  is  one  month  smce  I  had  charge  of  the  Marine  Hospital,  Chelsea,  Massa- 
chusetts ;  and  any  statement  based  on  personal  experience  must  be  founded  apcm 
my  practice  there. 

In  all  operations,  in  all  painful  natural  processes,  in  all  diseases  attended  with 
great  local  suffering,  the  intelligent  and  philanthropic  physician  avails  himself 
of  the  great  blessing.  And  while  so  much  suffering  is  relieved,  it  cannot  be 
doubted — in  fact,  it  is  satisfactorily  proved — ^that  mortality  attending  these  opera- 
tions, processes,  and  diseases,  is  materially  diminished. 

As  the  interrogatories  addressed  to  me  have  grown  out  of  an  inquiry  into  the 
"  claims  of  Wm.  T.  G.  Morton,  of  Boston,  to  the  merit  of  the  discovery,"  it  maj 
be  proper  to  state  to  the  committee  that  its  credit  has  been  from  the  earliest  date 
almost  universally  accorded  to  Dr.  Morton  by  those  of  the  profession  who  have 
given  it  their  careful  investigation.  During  its  development,  the  surgeons  and 
officers  of  the  Massachusetts  General  Hospital  examined  its  merits  under  the  spe- 
cial guidance  of  Dr.  Morton,  and  with  a  frill  recognition  of  his  sole  agency  in 
the  practical  experiments  which  were  leading  to  its  establishment.  And  now 
that  those  events  have  passed  into  history,  the  historise  of  the  hospital  records 
as  a  fact  fixed  by  all  reliable  testimony  that  Dr.  Morton  is  the  discoverer. 

It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  this  is  the  verdict  of  the  immediate  locality 
in  which  the  discovery  was  made ;  and  any  recognition  from  abroad  of  Dr.  Jack- 
son's claims  to  it  is  no  more  than  should  be  expected  from  the  scientific  world 
towards  any  pertinacious  and  untiring  claimant  holding  his  high  position,  be  the 
claims  true  or  false. 

GEO.  B.  LORING. 

Hon.  W.  H.  BissELL. 

Extract  from  a  letter  written  hy  Dr.  Francis  Boott,  of  London. 

I  was  much  interested  in  the  discussion  of  the  ether  question,  and  entirely 
agree  with  you  in  your  conclusion.  I  should  say,  as  in  the  case  of  the  yacht- 
race,  ** Morton  isjirst,  and  Jackson  nowhere,**  I  am  glad  to  find  you  are  making 
a  gallery  of  portraits  of  your  benefactors  and  distinguished  medical  men,  and 
Morton's  should  be  among  them.    I  still  hope  Congress  will  reward  him. 

Hon.  H.  W.  BissBLL. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  S,  Paris^  M,  D,,  of  Greensboro*,  Alabama. 

The  medical  faculty  appreciate  it  highly,  and  seem  at  a  loss  to  know  how 
they  would  practice  without  it,  nor  could  a  man  be  sustained  by  his  medical 
brethren  or  the  community  who  would  refuse  to  use  it.  In  fine,  it  is  to  the 
medical  professsion  the  greatest  discovery  of  modem  times,  hardly  excepting 
quinine. 

Very  respectfully, 

S.  PARIS. 
Hon.  W.  H.  BissBLL. 
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Extract  of  a  letter  fmm  James  Ayer,  M.  D.,  o/  Boston, 

The  cases  in  which  they  are  more  especially  employed  are  in  nearly  all  sur- 
gical operations  where  suffering  is  an  attendant ;  in  smi^ical  diseases  generally 
painful,  and  frequently  protracted.  They  are  also  used  in  diseases  of  a  spas- 
modic character,  as  cholera,  cramps,  colic,  asthma,  and  in  rheumatism  and  neu- 
ralgia. A  great  variety  of  cases  in  midwifery,  as  well  as  hysteria  and  convul- 
sions, and  many  other  painful  diseases  which  might  he  added  to  this  list,  are 
very  essentially  relieved  by  these  remedies. 
Your  obedient  servant, 

JAMES  AYER. 

Hon.  W.  H.  BissELL. 

EoUract  of  a  letter  from  P.  M.  Cranes  M.  D.,  of  East  Boston. 

In  nearly  all  the  operations  of  surgery  which  are  likely  to  be  attended  with 
pain,  either  chloric  ether,  sulphuric  ether,  or  chloroform,  is  used  So  uniform  is 
the  belief  in  their  utility  that  no  surgeon  at  the  present  time  would  do  without 
them.  In  obstetric  practice  they  are  also  extensively  used  where  cases  occur 
requiring  instrumental  interference,  but  are  not  much  employed  in  natural  labor. 
With  much  respect, 

P.  M.  CRANE. 
Hon.  W..H.  BissBLL. 

• 
Extract  of  a  letter  from  John  H,  Dix,  M,  D.,  of  Boston. 

In  all  painM  operations  upon  the  globe  of  the  eye  and  its  appendages  these 
agents  afford  incalculable  relief,  both  physically  and  mentally.  The  severe 
operations  upon  the  internal  textures  of  the  globe  of  the  eve,  not  in  themselves 
painful,  but  requiring  for  their  satis&ctory  perfoisance  absolute  immobility  of 
the  organ,  these  agents  insure  what,  in  young  subjects  especially,  was  heretofore 
only  approximated  to. 

In  the  few  operations  of  ophthalmic  surgery  which  endanger  life,  I  find  from 
the  use  of  these  agents  a  diminished  tendency  to  inflammatory  action  within  the 
cranium,  and  therefore  less  hazard  to  life.  In  aural  surgery,  though  not  fre- 
quently required,  ansBsthetic  agents  are  of  great  value,  chiefly  in  the  removal 
of  morbid  growths  from  the  external  or  internal  ear.  I  believe  that  no  other  dis- 
covery in  the  whole  ran^  of  medicine  and  surgery  (with  the  exception,  perhaps, 
of  vaccination)  haa  in  the  same  time  contributed  so  much  to  relieve  suffering 
and  prolong  life. 

Yours,  respectfully, 

JOHN  H.  DIX. 

Hon.  W.  H.  BissELL. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  John  Appletan,  M.  2>.,  West  Newbury  ^  Mass. 

I  have  lately  observed  a  good  effect  follow  the  inhalation  of  chloroform  during 
a  paroxysm  of  severe  suffering  from  dysmenorrhea,  in  which  relief  was  almost 
instantaneous. 

It  is,  however,  in  obstetric  practice  that  I  have  most  frequently  used  these 
valuable  agents,  and  I  regard  their  usefulness  in  this  relation  as  among  the  most 
valuable  results  of  their  discovery. 

Respectfully,  yours,  &c., 

JOHN  APPLETON. 
Hon.  W.  H.  BissELL. 


96  DR.    WM.    G.    T.    MORTON. 


Extract  of  a  letter  from  L.  B.  Morse,  M,  D.,  Boston^  Mas*. 

They  are  used  in  most  cases  of  important  or  capital  surgerj,  in  many  cases  of 
delirium  tremens,  tetanus,  and  similar  neuralgic  diseases,  and  iu  dental  surgery, 
also  by  some  of  our  medical  practitioners  in  common  use  in  midwifery. 

It  diminishes  mortality  in  three  ways  :  Ist  In  severe  surgical  operations,  by 
entire  relief  from  nervous  excitability  and  reaction  which  attend  them;  2d.  By 
giving  time  for  the  use  of  the  knife,  and  the  careful  completion  of  a  dangerous 
operation,  in  the  perfect  quietude  of  the  patient ;  3d.  The  rest  recured  by  some 
patients  in  certain  neuralgic  diseases  which,  if  not  attained,  death  is  the  result 
I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

L.  B.  MORSE. 

Hon.  H.  W.  BissBLL. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  L,  H*  Anderson,  M,  D.,  Sumterville,  Ala, 

I  think  anesthetics  diminish  mortality  in  two  ways  :  1st.  By  preventing  the 
shock  of  pain  on  the  nervous  system ;  2d.  By  securing  perfect  immobihty  of 
the  patient,  and  enabling  the  surgeon  to  operate  more  safely  and  exactly. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

L.  H.  ANDERSON,  M.  D. 
Hon.  W.  H.  BissELL. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  S,  Blanding,  M,  -D.,  Columbia^  S.  C. 

Its  use  has  induced  patients  to  submit  to  the  knife  early ;  when  otherwise 
they  would  have  resulted  fatally. 

I  consider  it  one  of  the  most  important  discoveries  of  the  age  in  mitigating 
human  suffering,  and  often  in  saving  life. 

I  have  the  honor^  be,  yours,  &c., 

S.  BLINDING. 
Hon.  W.  H.  BissELL. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  Williajn  Ellis,  M.  D.,  Oglethorpe,  G-a. 

It  is  my  deliberate  opinion,  founded  upon  experience,  that  their  effects  in 
diminishing  mortality  is  more  than  ^iiy  to  one,  fofr,  if  properly  administered, 
the  effect  is  to  take  away  all  fear  from  the  patient,  and  absolutely  free  the  ner- 
vous system  from  irritation,  and  thereby  prevent  any  interruption  in  the  various 
organs  in  performing  their  functions  naturally,  and  of  course  healthily. 

In  private  practice  its  most  happy  and  beneficial  effects  is  in  obstetrica; 
nothing  is  or  can  be  of  so  much  value  to  a  woman  in  labor  in  proportion  to  the 
difficulty  attending  labor;  so  is  its  benefits,  and  if  in  no  other,  in  this  class  of 
cases  alone,  it  is  the  greatest  discovery  in  any  age  of  the  world  for  the  relief  oi 
suffering  humanity.  Deprive  me  of  its  benefits,  and  I  should  almost,  if  not 
altogether,  abandon  my  profession. 

WILLIAM  ELLIS. 

Hon.  W.  H.  BissELL. 
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B. 
CLAIMS   OP   CONTESTANTS. — NITROTS   OXIDE. 

It  generally  happens  in  cases  of  great  discovery,  where  the  object  has  been 
much  needed,  long  thought  of,  and  long  sought,  that  when  discovery  is  at  last 
made,  and  its  truth  and  utility  established,  a  host  of  claimants  rise  up  and 
contest  the  pri«e,  each  asserting  for  himself  precedence  and  priority.  So  it 
has  been,  and  is  in  tliis  case;  but  of  several  claimants,  two  only  require  the 
notice  of  your  committee. 

Doctor  Horace  Wells,  already  named  in  this  report,  was  a  surgeon  dentist 
of  the  city  of  Hartford,  and  former  partner  of  Dr.  Morton,  with  whom  he  had 
parted  some  years  before  in  kindness. 

As  soon  as  Dr.  Morton  had  perfected  his  discovery,  obtained  the  countenance 
and  support  of  the  medical  hospital,  and  made  up  his  mind  to  apply  for  a 
patent,  he  put  himself  in  connexion  with  Dr.  Wells,  and  the  following  letters 
passed  between  them: 

•*  Boston,  October  19,  1846. 

"Friend  Wells — DttxR  Sir:  I  write  to  inform  you  that  I  have  discovered 
a  preparation,  by  inhaling  which  a  person  is  thrown  into  a  sound  sleep.  The 
time  required  to  produce  sleep  is  only  a  few  moments,  and  the  time  in  which 
persons  remain  asleep  can  be  regulated  at  pleasure.  While  in  this  state  the 
severest  surgical  or  dental  operations  may  be  performed,  the  patient  not  expe- 
riencing the  slightest  pain.  I  have  perfected  it,  and  am  now  about  sending 
out  agents  to  dispose  of  the  right  to  use  it.  I  will  dispose  of  a  right  to  an 
individual  to  use  it  in  his  own  practice  alone,  or  for  a  town,  county  or  State. 
My  object  in  writing  you  is  to  know  if  you  would  not  like  to  visit  New  York 
and  the  other  cities,  and  dispose  of  rights  upon  shares.  I  have  used  the  com- 
pound in  more  than  one  hundred  and  sixty  cases,  in  extracting  teeth,  and  I 
have  been  invited  to  administer  to  patients  in  the  Massachusetts  General  Hos- 
pital, and  have  succeeded  in  every  case. 

"The  professors,  Warren  and  Hay  ward,  have  given  me  certificates  to  this 
effect  I  have  administered  it  at  the  hospital,  in  the  presence  of  the  students 
and  physicians — the  room  for  operations  being  as  full  as  possible.  For  further 
particulars  I  will  refer  you  to  extracts  fi-om  the  daily  journals  of  this  city, 
which  I  forward  to  you, 

"Respectfully,  yours, 

"WM,  T.  G.  MORTON." 

"Hartford,  ConnectktU,  October  20,  1846, 

"Dr.  Morton — Dear  Sir:  Your  letter  dated  yesterday  is  just  received, 
and  I  hasten  to  answer  it,  for  I  fear  you  will  adopt  a  method  in  disposing  of 
your  rights  which  will  defeat  your  object.  Before  you  make  any  arrangements 
whatever  I  wish  to  see  you.  I  think  I  will  be  in  Boston  the  first  of  next 
week — probably  Monday  night.  If  the  operation  of  administering  the  gas  is 
not  attended  with  too  much  trouble,  and  will  produce  the  eflfect  you  state,  it 
will  undoubtedly  be  a  fortune  to  you,  provided  it  is  rightly  managed, 
"  Yours,  in  haste, 

"H,  WELLS," 

Two  things  in  this  correspondence  are  worthy  of  observation:     1st.  Though 
Dr.  Morton  does  not  name  gcis  in  his  letter.  Doctor  Wells  assumes  that  the 
anajsthetic  agent  was  "gas,"  and  the  '*  ejfect'*  of  bis  eoiSL^>\xv<i,  la.^  %\a\fc^^s^ 
Dr.  Morton  in  hia  letter,  is  precisely  the  same  wiXix  \\i«X  no^  ^^\\afc^  Vj  ^x . 
Eep.  Com.  8& 7 


98  DR.   WM.   T.    0.   MORTON, 

Wells's  friends  for  the  nitrous  oxide,  as  administered  by  Lim  in  tLe  winter  of 
1844-%5. 

Hon.  Mr.  Dixon  (now  United  States  senator  from  Connecticut)  testifies  thai, 
having  seen  the  correspondence  poblished  amofcg  Dr.  Morton's  papers,  he  ap- 
plied to  Dr.  Wells  for  an  explanation  of  it.  That  explanation  will  be  foMod 
in  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Dixon,  and  may  be  disposed  of  with  the  remark  that 
it  is  evidently  unsatisfactory  on  the  face  of  it.  The  point  for  which  that  te^tJ- 
mony  is  now  referred  to  is  simply  to  show  that  Dr.  Wells  adncitted  the  genu- 
ineness of  the  correspondence,  as  hereinbefore  quoted,  from  **  A  an  examinntioi 
of  the  question  of  anaisthesia,  arising  on  the  memorial  of  Charles  Tliomas  Welb, 
representative  of  Horace  Wells,**  which  your  committee  have  carefully  examiaei 

How,  ihirn,  can  the  letter  of  Dr.  Wells  of  October  20,  1846,  be  reconciled 
with  the  pretensions  now  put  forth  for  him? 

The  letter  of  Dr.  Morton,  to  which  it  is  a  reply,  distinctly  claims  as  hia  dis- 
covery (then  recently  made)  the  very  fact  which,  on  behalf  of  Dr.  Wells,  a 
before  quoted,  is  claimed  to  be  the  whole  disQOvery,  and  the  only  discovery  of 
any  worth  or  value,  viz :  the  fact  of  the  actual  effective  application  of  some 
one  or  more  of  a  class  of  agents  to  the  purpose  of  producing  insensibility  to 
pain  under  sm'gical  operations,  with  safety  to  the  subject  of  them. 

According  to  the  proposition  on  behalf  oi  Wells,  (and  his  tchole  ca»e  depends 
ahaolutcly  upon  its  admission  J  the  particular  agent  used  is  unimportant  to  the 
discovery — the  discovery  being  the  truth  that  such  insensibility  was  produced 
by  one  or  more  agents  of  *a  class  of  agents.  But  it  is  simply  the  result— tie 
fact  of  insensibility  to  pain — which  Dr.  Morton  claims  in  that  letter  to  have 
discovered  as  producible  by  something  which  he  does  not  describe  or  disclose. 

Can  it  be  disputed  that  this  was  a  direct  claim,  advanced  by  Dr.  Morton  fe 
I>r,  Wells  himself f  of  the  whole  body  of  the  discovery  which  is  now  claimed 
for  Wells]  And  can  it  be  doubted  that  if  that  discovery,  or  anything  likeii, 
was  then  the  property  of  Wells,  his  reply  must  have  referred  to  it,  if  it  did  not 
effectually  guard  his  right? 

Yet  Dr.  Wells  says:  ^' If  the  operation  of  administering  the  gas  is  n&t 
attended  with  too  much  trouble^  AND  WILL  produce  the  effect  you  state. 
it  will  undoubtedly  be  a  fortune  to  you,  provided  it  be  rightly  managed." 
Then  why,  it  may  be  asked,  if  nitrous  oxide,  which  is  easily  adminbtered,  |  - 
produced  precisely  the  same  effect,  was  it  not  a  fortune  to  Dr.  Wells  1  Not,  I  ^ 
certainly,  for  want  of  skill  in  the  management  of  a  discovery  bo  as  to  make  I  ^ 
the  most  of  it,  for  he  fears  Dr.  Morton  will  adopt  an  iujudicioos  method  b  ^ 
disposing  of  his  rights,  against  which  Dr.  Wells  intimates  he  can  guard  him  I  ^ 
And  his  conversation  with  R.  H.  Eddy,  at  the  time  of  his  visit  to  Boston,  i?  ia  I  ' 
keeping  with  the  letter,  and  shows  verj'  clearly  that  he  thought  a  patent  ongfcl  \  ' 
to  be  applied  for,  whether  the  suhject  was  practicable  or  noty  and  that  sola  9 
rights  should  be  made  pending  the  application  for  the  patent. 

This  may  be  all  well,  but  it  did  not  prove  him  a  novice  in  these  matters.  Mr. 
Eddy's  statement  is  as  follows : 

"Boston,  February  17,  1847. 
"Dear  Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  note  of  this  morning  I  have  to  state  that,  aboet 
the  time  I  was  engaged  in  preparing  the  papers  for  the  procural  of  the  pate* 
in  the  United  States  on  the  discovery  of  Doctor  Morton  for  preventing  pain  is 
surgical  operations  by  the  inhalation  of  the  vapor  of  sulphuric  ether,  I  was  ^^ 
quested  by  Doctor  Morton  to  call  at  his  oflSce  to  have  an  interview  with  the  l»t? 
Doctor  Horace  Wells,  who  was  then  on  a  visit  to  this  city,  and  who.  Doctor 
Morton  thought,  might  be  able  to  render  him  valuable  advice  and  assistance  in 
regard  to  the  mode  of  disposing  of  privileges  to  use  the  discovery.  Accordin^j. 
I  had  an  interview  with  Doctor  Wells.  During  such  meeting,  we  conve^ 
freely  on  the  discovery  and  in  relation  to  the  experiments  Doctor  W^elb  b«3 
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been  witness  to  in  the  office  of  Doctor  Morton.  The  details  of  our  conversation 
I  do  not  recollect  sufficiently  to  attempt  to  relate  them,  but  the  whole  of  it,  and 
the  manner  of  Doctor  Wells  at  the  time,  led  me,  in  no  respect,  to  any  suspicion 
that  he  (Doctor  Wells)  had  ever  before  been  aware  of  the  then  discovered  effect 
of  ether  in  annulling  pain  during  a  surgical  operation.  Doctor  Wells  doubted 
the  ability  of  Doctor  Morton  to  procure  a  patent,  not  on  the  ground  that  he 
[Doctor  Morton)  was  not  the  first  and  original  discoverer,  but  that  he  (Doctor 
Wells)  believed  the  discovery  was  not  a  legal  subject  for  a  patent.  He  advised 
him,  however,  to  make  application  for  one,  and  to  dispose  of  as  many  licenses  as 
he  could,  while  such  application  might  be  pending;  in  fact,  to  make  as  much 
money  out  of  the  discovery  as  he  could  while  the  excitement  in  regard  to  it 
might  last.  I  must  confess  that  when,  some  time  afterwards,  I  heard  of  the 
pretensions  of  Doctor  Wells  to  be  considered  the  discoverer  of  the  aforementioned 
affect  of  ether,  I  was  struck  with  great  surprise,  for  his  whole  conversation  with 
me  at  the  time  of  our  interview  led  me  to  the  belief  that  h '  fully  and  entirely 
recognized  the  discovery  to  have  been  made  by  Doctor  Morton,  or,  at  least, 
partly  by  him  and  partly  by  Doctor  C.  T.  Jackson,  as  I  then  supposed. 
"  Respectfully  yours, 

«  R.  H.  EDDY. 
-*R.  H.  Dana,  Esq." 

It  seems  evident  here,  at  the  very  threshhold,  that  Doctor  Wells  did  not,  on 
the  20th  of  October,  1846,  believe  himself  to  be  the  discoverer  of  an  available 
antrstketic  agent.  But  on  the  I9th  of  April,  1847,  after  he  has  determined  the 
title  to  discovery  with  Doctor  Morton,  he  addressed  the  following  letter  to  the 
Boston  Post,  in  which  he  very  greatly  misrepresents  the  contents  of  Doctor 
Morton's  letter  to  him,  as  any  one  will  be  satisfied  on  an  inspection  of  the  two 
papers,  and  on  that  misrepresentation  rests  the  explanation  of  his  reply : 

"Hartford,  April  19,  1847. 
**  To  the  Editor  oftlie  Boitan  Post : 

"I  have  just  seen  along  article  in  your  paper  of  the  7th  instant,  signed  *  E.  W.,* 
which  I  will  answer  in  one  word.  The  letter  which  is  there  introduced  with  my 
si^ature  was  written  in  answer  to  one  which  I  received  from  Dr.  Morton,  who 
represented  to  me  that  he  had  discovered  a  '  compound,*  the  effects  of  which,  as 
described  by  him,  entirely  eclipsed  those  produced  by  nitrous  oxide  gas,  or  sul- 
phurate ether,  he  stating  that  his  compound  would  invariably  produce  a  sound 
sleep,  the  length  of  which  was  wholly  optional  with  the  operator;  that  he  had 
not  made  a  single  failure  in  one  hundred  and  sixty  cases,  &c.,  &;c.  He  also 
-stated  that  he  had  obtained  a  patent  for  this  compound.  I  accordingly  started 
for  Boston  to  learn  more  of  this  improvement  on  my  discovery,  with  which  I  had 
>  made  him  acquainted  long  before. 

"  While  at  his  office  I  saw  the  so-called  compound  administered  to  a  patient ;  it 
apparently  had  the  same  effect  as  the  gas  which  I  had  many  times  administered 
for  the  same  purpose.  Before  I  left  for  home  the  gas  was  given  to  several  other 
patients  with  but  partial  success — at  least,  so  said  the  patients  with  whom  I  con- 
versed. I  then  inquired  about  his  patent,  and  founa,  to  my  surprise,  that  he 
had  not  obtained  one,  nor  even  made  an  application  for  one,  this  being  done  at 
a  subsequent  period,  as  the  date  of  his  specifications  and  patent  clearly  show. 
Respecting  the  interview  which  E.  W.  had  with  the  Hon.  James  Dixon,  at 
Washington,  I  am  informed  by  Mr.  Dixon  that  the  statement  of  E.  W.  in  the 
article  referred  to  is  a  gross  misrepresentation  of  the  truth,  and,  if  necessary,  he 
will  sign  a  certificate  to  that  effect. 

"  Respectfully, 

"HORACE  WELLS." 


Who  18  saia  to  De  'oeaa  aninK'  may  receive  severe  Diowe,  apparently  wii 
the  least  pain,  and  when  in  this  state  is  much  more  tenacious  of  life  than  } 
in  the  n  itural  state.  I  accordingly  resolved  to  try  the  experiment  of  ink 
an  exhilarating  gas  myself  for  the  purpose  of  having  a  tooth  extracted.  I 
obtained  some  nitrous  oxide  gas,  and  requested  Dr.  J.  M.  Riggs  to  perfom 
operation  at  the  moment  when  I  should  give  the  signal,  resolving  to  har- 
tooth  extracted  before  losing  all  consciousness.  This  experiment  proved 
perfectly  successful ;  it  was  attended  with  no  pain  whatever.  I  then  perfo 
the  same  operation  on  twelve  or  fifteen  others  with  the  same  results." 

The  actual  facts  of  the  discovery,  if  discovery  it  is  to  be  called,  are  det 
in  the  following  statement  tiled  as  evidence  by  the  representatives  of  Dr.  ^ 
to  support  his  claim : 

*' State  of  Connecticut, 

"  County  of  Hartford, 

"I,  Samuel  A.  Cooley,  a  citizen  of  Hartford,  county  of  Hartford,  State  of 
necticut,  depose  and  say  that  on  the  evening  of  the  10th  day  of  December,  i 
year  1844,  that  one  G.  Q.  Colton  gave  a  public  exhibition  in  the  Union  Hi 
the  said  city  of  Hartford,  to  show  the  effect  produced  upon  the  human  syste 
the  inhaling  of  nitrous  oxide  or  laughing  gas ;  and  in  accordance  with  the  ret 
of  several  gentlemen,  the  said  Colton  did  give  a  private  exhibition  on  the  i 
ing  of  December  11,  1844,  at  the  said  hall;  and  that  the  deponent  then  in] 
a  portion  of  said  nitrous  oxide  gas  to  ascertain  its  peculiar  effect  upon  his  sya 
and  that  there  were  present  at  that  time  the  said  Colton,  Horace  Wells,  < 
Colton,  Benjamin  Moulton,  and  several  other  gentlemen,  to  the  deponent  at 
time  unknown;  and  that  the  said  deponent,  while  under  the  influence  of  the 
gas,  did  run  against  and  throw  down  several  of  the  settees  in  said  hall,  the 
throwing  himself  down,  and  causing  several  severe  bruises  upon  his  knees 
other  parts  of  his  person ;  and  that,  after  the  peculiar  influence  of  said  gM 
subsided,  his  friends  then  present  asked  if  he  had  not  injured  himself,  and 
directed  his  attention  to  the  acts  which  he  had  committed  uncoDsciously  ^ 
under  the  operation  of  said  gas.  He  then  found  by  examination  that  his  1 
were  severelv  iniured :   and   he   then   exnofted   his   knees   \£\   tK/^oA   nf^oAnf 
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id  the  said  WcIIb,  C.  F.  Colton,  and  G.  Q.  Colton,  and  your  deponent,  and 
!;her8  at  this  time  unknown  to  said  deponent,  proceeded  to  the  office  of  said 
JTells ;  and  that  said  Wells  there  inhaled  the  gas,  and  a  tooth  was  extracted 
Y  Dr.  Riggs,  a  dentist  then  present ;  and  that  the  said  Wells,  after  the  effect 

*  the  gas  had  suhsided,  exclaimed,  *  A  new  era  in  tooth  pulling.'  " 
On  the  same  point  G.  Howell  Olmstead,  of  Hartford,  says : 

"  In  answer  to  your  question  I  would  state  that  I  wish  to  render  justice  to 
il  parties  concerned.  Having  been  connected  in  business  with  Dr.  Wells,  and 
Bing  very  intimate  with  him,  we  had  a  great  many  conversations  together  about 
le  effect  of  the  gas,  and  in  those  conversations  he  always  told  me  he  derived  his 
ret  idea  of  the  matter  from  remarks  made  by  Dr.  S.  A.  Cooley,  at  a  private  ex- 
ibition  of  laughing  gas  given  at  the  Union  Hall  in  this  city,  in  the  winter  of 
B44  or  '45 ;  and  that,  from  those  remarks,  and  what  he  witnessed  himself,  he 
amediately  applied  it  to  his  own  business." 

Dr.  Ellsworth,  of  Hartford,  when  under  examination,  says,  in  answer  to— 

•*  Question  20.  Why  do  you  think  I  refer  to  that  time  ? 

"  Answer.  Because  I  suppose  you  know  that  Dr.  Wells  always  claimed  that  he 
K>k  his  idea  from  knowing  that  a  person  might  be  bruised  without  knowing  it ; 
lat  he  derived  his  knowledge  of  this  fact  citiber  from  seeing  some  one  so  bruised 
f  hearing  that  such  was  the  case  at  a  public  lecture  in  this  city. " 

Dr.  Riggs,  of  Hartford,  an  intimate  friend  of  Dr.  Wells,  testifies,  among  other 
lings,  as  follows : 

"  4.  Question.  Do  you  know  Dr.  S.  A.  Cooley  ? 

"  Answer.  I  know  S.  A.  Cooley,  who  is  called  doctor  from  having  been  in  a 
rug  store. 

"  5.  Question.  Was  Cooley  in  your  office,  or  Dr.  Wells's  office,  on  the  11th  of 
December,  1844  ? 

"  Answer.  He  was  in  Dr.  Wells's  office  at  that  time ;  I  think,  without  doubt, 
lat  is  the  date. 

**  6.  Question.  What  other  persons  were  present  ? 

"Answer.  Mr.  Colton,  who  gave  the  gas  and  had  a  lecture  at  Union  Hall, 
[artford,  the  evening  previous,  myself.  Dr.  Wells,  and  I  think  two  or  three 
thers  whose  names  I  do  not  recollect. 

"  7.  Question.  What  time  in  the  dav  was  it  they  came  to  Dr.  Wells's  office  ? 

••  Answer.  I  think  between  ten  and  twelve  o'clock  a.  m. 

•'  8.  Question.  Did  Dr.  Wells,  Cooley,  and  Colton,  and  the  other  persons,  come 

•  Dr.  Wells's  office  together? 

"  Answer.  I  do  not  know ;  my  impression  is  they  came  together. 

«•  9.  Question.  Do  you  know  from  where  they  came  at  that  time? 

'•  Answer.  I  do  not  know;  but  they  came  with  a  bag  of  gas,  and,  as  the  gas 
as  at  Union  Hall,  I  supposed  they  came  from  that  place." 

These  witnesses  corroberate  the  testimony  of  Cooley,  and  prove  beyond  con- 
oversy  that  Dr.  Wells,  instead  of  reasoning  Jram  analogy  to  come  to  the  con- 
asion  that  a  person  on  whom  a  wound  was  inflicted  while  under  the  excitement 
'  exhilarating  gas  would  be  insensible  to  pain,  sa  w  it  and  heard  it  announced 

the  time  when,  and  the  place  where,  he  got  the  idea,  and,  instead  of  consult- 
g  with  Dr.  Marcy,  or  any  one  else,  as  to  the  agent  he  should  select,  he  had  a 
\^  filled  with  gas  and  moved  off  in  company  with  Cooley  and  others  who  were 
ith  him  at  the  private  exhibition  when  the  accident  occurred,  and  had  his  tooth 
•awn  under  its  influence.  He  then,  as  he  says,  performed  the  same  operation 
t  twelve  or  fifteen  others  with  like  success.  The  fact,  as  it  existed,  indicates 
ore  observation  and  promptitude,  and  less  philosophical  reflection,  than  that 
bich  he  gives  in  his  several  papers.  It  is  quite  as  creditable  had  it  been 
Einkly  told. 

But  in  either  case  there  was  here  no  discovery  of  any  principle  or  fact  in 
lysiology.    It  was  known  from  the  earliest  ages  that  a  person  in  a  state  of 
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high  mental  exaltation,  or  when  fully  under  the  influence  of  etimulants  or  lur- 
coties,  may  be  wounded  or  eurgicaJly  operated  upon  and  feel  no  pain.  Dr. 
Wells,  therefore,  gave  nothing  to  science  in  proving  to  those  around  him  tim 
the  immunity  from  pain  which  the  gas  afforded  extended  as  well  to  the  drawin« 
of  a  tooth  as  to  the  bruising  of  a  knee. 

Had  he  pointed  out  and  proved  to  the  world  a  iofe,  certain,  and  ccmtmai 
agent  to  produce  such  weU-known  results,  he  would  have  been  indeed  a  beB^ 
factor  to  his  country  and  mankind  ;  but  concede  him  all  he  claims,  and  to  tk 
full  extent  of  all  that  his  own  narrative  shows,  he  gave  nothing  to  xmxat. 
nothing  to  mankind. 

He  operated  on  taclve  oxjijleen  persons,  and  then  went  to  Boston  to  tc?t  ha 
discovery  in  the  Medical  College,  in  presence  of  its  profepeors,  a  learned  ad 
enlightened  body,  well  known  to  the  scientific  world.  What  he  did  there  i-» 
not  done  in  a  comer.  He  failed.  He  had  been  treated  kindly,  had  been  li- 
lowed  a  fair  trial,  and  returned  home  mortified  and  disappointed.  He  abandoo^ 
the  enterprise.  He  certainly  operated  in  no  case  after  his  return  prior  to  il? 
first  of  May,  four  months  after,  and  did  not  at  that  time  think  the  ga«  ouglit 
to  be  used  in  cases  of  dentistry.  He  says  in  his  pamphlet  of  March  30, 1841 
speaking  of  his  unfortunate  adventure  in  the  Boston  hospital : 

"The  excitement  of  the  adventure  immediately  brought  on  illness,  fras 
which  I  did  not  recover  for  many  months,  being  thus  obliged  to  rellnqnieh  a- 
tircly  my  professional  business." 

The  illness  was  "  immediate,"  from  the  excitement  of  the  adventure ;  the  ^ 
linguishment  of  business  "  entire." 

In  the  same  pamphlet,  page  six,  he  says,  in  speaking  of  his  conference  witi 
Dr.  Warren  :  "In  proof  of  this  theory  I  related  my  experience  in  extractii| 
teeth  under  the  influence  of  nitrous  oxide  gas,  stating  that,  with  one  or  fwc  n- 
ceptions,  all  on  whom  I  had  operated,  numbering  twelve  or  fifteen,  assured  m 
that  they  experienced  no  pain  whatever."  This  would  make  from  ten  to  thir- 
teen successful  cases.  This  argues  very  well  with  both  the  statement  in  con- 
versation and  the  sworn  testimony  of  the  Hon.  J.  Dixon.  In  his  converfatka 
with  Edward  Warren,  as  sworn  to  by  that  witness,  Mr.  Dixon  says :  "  As  near 
as  I  can  recollect,  that,  about  two  years  before,  he  had  heard  that  Dr.  Wells  va? 
making  some  experiments  with  nitrous  oxide  gas  to  prevent  pain  in  extracriB? 
teeth  ;  that  having  a  severe  toothache,  he  called  on  him,  proposing  to  take  this 
gas,  but  that  Dr.  Wells  informed  him  that,  after  giving  it  to  thirteen  or  foart<?a 
patients  with  only  partial  success,  he  had  abandoned  its  use  as  dangerous,  an^ 
dissuaded  him  from  resorting  to  it." 

Mr.  Dixon  himself,  testifying  as  a  witness,  shows  his  memory  to  have  bea 
very  exact ;  he  says : 

"  I  had  repeated  conversations  with  Riggs  and  Wells.  Think  both  said  that 
for  so  slight  an  operation  as  pulling  teeth  they  would  not  advise  its  use,  bat 
that  in  severe  surgical  operations,  as  amputation,  it  should  be  used ;  bat  is 
slight  operations  it  was  not  best  to  run  the  risk  of  using  the  gas.  Wells  »id 
its  use  would  entirely  prevent  pain,  and  he  had  extracted  thirteen  teeth  vith 
safety  and  without  pain.  These  conversations  were  in  May,  1845,  and  snbse 
quent.  Wells  spoke  of  it  as  a  recent  discovery  by  him ;  said  he  had  announced 
it  to  some  of  the  Boston  faculty.  I  think  Jackson  and  Morton  were  mentioDed 
by  name,  but  am  not  positive.  He  spoke  of  an  experiment  before  a  claw  in 
Boston,  in  which  he  did  not  succeed  as  he  had  in  Hartford,  and  the  wimes^ 
of  his  experiment  discouraged  him." 

Twelve  or  fifteen  cases  he  had  tried,  all  except  two,  with  success  before  V 
went  to  Boston  in  December,  1844,  or  January,  1845.  He  had  succeeded  m 
thirteen  cases,  in  all,  when  he  conversed  with  Mr.  Dixon  "in  May  1845,  a»i 
subsequent,'^  and  he  thought  the  gas  ought  not  to  be  used  in  so  slight  an  oj^trn- 
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ihn  as  pulling  teeth.  Entertaining  tliat  opinion,  he,  of  course,  would  not  use  it, 
and  there  is  no  evidence  and  no  assertion  on  his  part  that  he  did  use  it  from 
the  time  of  his  visit  to  Boston  until  Doctor  Morton's  discovery  was  promulgated 
and  attracted  the  attention  of  the  world.  Nor  was  it  for  the  want  of  sufficient 
opportunity  to  get  tlie  attention  of  the  medical  faculty,  or  for  the  want  of  health 
to  pursue  his  investigations;  on  the  contrary,  in  a  letter  to  Doctor  Morton  dated 
July  31,  1845,  we  find  him  establishing  himself  in  the  practice  of  his  profession 
in  the  city  of  New  York,  in  the  midst  of  hospitals  and  surgeons.  The  letter 
referred  to  is  as  follows : 

•*  New  York,  July  31,  1845. 

••Friend  Morton:  You  will  see  hy  the  date  of  this  letter  that  I  am  at 
present  in  New  York.  I  came  here  about  two  weeks  since  for  the  purpose  of 
starting  a  business  to  do  plate  work." 

In  his  letter  of  February  17,  1847,  he  says : 

"  Since  this  discovery  was  first  made  I  have  administered  nitrous  oxide  gas 
«nd  the  vapor  of  ether  to  about  fifty  patients,  my  operations  having  been  limited 
to  this  small  number  in  consequence  of  a  protracted  illness  which  immediately 
ensued  on  my  return  home  from  Boston  in  January,  1845.** 

So  that  in  a  little  more  than  two  years,  from  December,  1844,  to  February, 
1847,  he  had  administered  to  about  fifty  patients,  and  no  more,  for  he  seems 
^vell  aware  that  the  small  number  of  cases  will  be  marked  against  him,  and  he 
accordingly  apologizes.  Take  the  very  loose  testimony  of  the  witnesses  ex- 
amined in  behalf  of  his  representatives  without  this  coanexion,  and  we  would  be 
led  to  conclude  that  he  had  operated  on  more  than  one-fourth  of  that  number  in 
a  single  day. 

Doctor  Wells  was  afraid  to  administer  the  nitrous  oxide  without  the  "  co-op- 
eration of  the  medical  faculty."  But  they  would  not  co-operate.  Of  them  he 
cays:  "  AH  were  fearful  of  doing  tome  seriout  injury  with  iL*'  That  is  true. 
So  they  were,  and  so  they  would  be  now,  if  its  use  were  again  proposed.  The 
medical  faculty  are,  as  a  body,  cautious^  but  not  timid.  They  were  afraid  to 
use  nitrous  oxide  lest  they  should  do  serious  injury  with  it;  but  they  were  not 
afraid  to  use  sulphuric  ether  when  its  anaesthetic  qualities  were  made  known  to 
them.  They  received  the  announcement  of  its  discovery  with  shouts  of  exulta- 
tion; there  was  an  end  of  pain,  and  an  end  of  mesmerism  as  a  pain-subduing 
agent;  and  it  was  at  once  received  into  universal  use  by  the  medical  faculty. 
And  the  witnesses  speak  of  it  as  a  thing  understood  tliat  Doctor  Wells  ceased 
bis  experiments  and  gave  up  the  pursuit  until  after  the  time  the  discovery  of 
Doctor  Morton  had  obtained  universal  use  and  celebrity.  Doctor  Ellsworth, 
speaking  of  his  failure  in  Boston,  in  the  winters  of  lS44-'45,  says : 

"  He  presented  it  to  Doctor  Warren,  who  laid  it  before  his  clas*,  but  the  ex- 

Eeriment  first  attempted  partially  failing,  and  no  one  seeming  willing  to  lend 
im  a  helping  hand,  he  ceased  making  any  further  personal  efforts." 

Every  scintilla  of  testimony  which  has  application  on  or  about  this  time  im- 
plies total  abandonment.     Geo.  Brinley,  of  Hartford,  being  interrogated,  says : 

"  Question.  Did  you  say,  in  the  presence  of  Doctor  Wells,  that  the  indi- 
vidual who  discovered  this  idea  was  stupid  that  he  did  not  pursue  it  1 

"  Answer.  I  said  it  to  him. 

"  Question.  What  did  he  say  ? 

"Answer.  I  did  not  know  him  at  the  time,  and  begged  his  pardon.  He  said 
he  would  forgive  me,  as  he  saw  I  was  his  friend;  that  he  was  stupid,  or  a  jack- 
ass, that  /le  had  not  pursued  it** 
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Howell  Olmstead,  jr^  of  Hartford,  who  was  engaged  in  dispoeing  of  the  rig;hte 
of  sale  for  the  patent  shower-baths  of  Dr.  Wells,  says  : 

**  I  considered  that  he  had  abandoned  the  thing  entirelj,  as  he  expressed  kia- 
self  to  me ;  that  the  operation  in  some  cases  proved  a  perfect  failure,  and  spoke 
of  his  unsuccessful  trial  in  Boston  in  1845.  He  expressed  himself  as  bein* 
very  sorry  that  he  had  not  prosecuted  his  experiments  to  a  successfbl  temma- 
tion ;  and  he  also  regretted  stopping  the  matter  where  he  did,  for  he  thoogbt  as 
immense  fortune  might  be  made  of  the  business,  and  that  the  discovery  would 
reflect  great  honor  upon  the  discoverer." 

llie  opinions  of  Drs.  Wells  and  Riggs  as  to  the  impolicy  of  using  nitrous  oxide 
in  cases  of  dentistry  seems  to  have  been  that  also  of  the  profession  in  Hartfori 
But  a  very  few  cases  could  be  proven  of  its  use  between  January,  1845,  and  Sep- 
tember, 1846,  in  the  Aihole  city  of  Hartford,  although  the  persons  thus  operat^ 
upon  during  this  p'eriod  of  nearly  twenty  months  were  called  on  by  newspaper 
aavertisements  to  appear  and  give  their  names  to  Doctor  Ellsworth. — (Hartford 
Daily  Times,  November  24,  1852.)  It  had  had  its  day  and  was  abandoned,  to 
be  revived  again  and  live  for  another  brief  day  after  the  publication  of  Doctor 
Morton's  successful  experiments  with  sulphuric  ether.  Doctot  Coolcy,  of  Hart- 
ford, in  answer  to  inquiries  made  of  him  by  Doctor  Morton  as  to  the  statement 
which  he  had  given  in  behalf  of  Mrs.  Wells,  above  referred  to  and  partly  set  out, 
in  answer  to  the  inquiry,  "you  say,  moreover,  that  you  administered,  when  re- 
quested to  do  so  by  surgeons  and  dentists.  8th.  Was  this  not  subsequent  to 
tne  ether  discovery  ]"     He  says: 

"Answer  8.  Yes;  it  was  after  the  ether  discovery,  in  1846,  that  I  admini^ 
tered  the  gas  for  surgeons  and  dentists ;  that  then  being  an  attempt  by  us  all 
to  renew  the  experiments,  as  the  public  and  ourselves  had  lost  confidence,  and 
*  doubted  the  practicability  of  the  thing,  until  the  successful  introduction  of  ether. 
I  administered  gas  for  Dr.  Ellsworth,  an  intimate  friend  of  Wells,  and  also  to 
several  others ;  but  the  last  time  that  I  exhibited  it  was  to  a  lady  at  Dr.  Green- 
leaf's  office,  which,  in  a  great  measure,  proved  a  failure,  and  then  ether  and 
chloroform  assumed  the  place  of  the  gas,  and  operations  were  more  successful 
in  the  use  of  them ;  and  since  then  I  have  had  but  little  to  do  with  the  matter, 
as  other  business  has  taken  up  my  time  and  attention. 

**  Answer  9.  I  knew  of  Dr.  Wells  going  to  Boston  soon  after  the  noise  in  the 
papers  of  the  discovery  of  the  effects  of  ether  by  you  in  1846,  and  had  a  con- 
versation with  him  on  his  return  about  your  discovery.  He  made  no  claim  to 
me  of  the  discovery  being  his,  but,  on  the  contrary,  expressed  regrets  that  we 
had  not  continued  our  experiments  to  a  successful  termination." 

Now,  if  all  that  Dr.  Wells  claimed,  and  all  that  his  friends  claim  for  him  and 
for  themselves,  to  have  been  done  by  him  and  them  down  to  the  time  of  his 
visit  to  Boston  in  January,  1847,  be  true,  there  was  no  discovery  of  a  safe,  cer- 
$ain,  and  ccnvenicnt  ansesthetic  agent  such  as  the  world  at  large  could  and  would 
adopt — none  that  would  be  useful  to  the  people  and  to  the  army  and  to  the  navy 
of  tne  United  States,  nor  was  such  discovery  at  all  advanced.  Nothing  more 
seems  to  have  been  done  than  to  satisfy  the  profession  that  nitrous  oxide  gas 
would  not  do  as  an  anaesthetic  agent,  and  to  prevent  further  experiments  in 
that  quarter.  Dr.  Wells's  thirteen  experiments  were  made  among  friends,  bold, 
hardy  young  men,  and,  of  course,  each  person  operated  upon  would  take  a  share, 
however  small,  of  the  glory.  The  operation  was  performed  gratis^  and,  with 
"  mental  preparation;"  hence  its  success.  But  when  a  stranger  was  the  subject; 
when  the  domestic  and  social  influence  were  gone,  in  the  great  world,  in  the 
public  hospital,  the  experiment  failed,  and  its  failure  opened  the  eyes  of  Dr. 
Wells  to  the  fallacy  of  his  former  apparent  success,  by  which  he  and  those  with 
whom  he  operated  upon  were  alike  deceived.     They  were  naturally  the  dupea 
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of  each  otlier  and  of  themselves,  and  Dr.  Wells,  being  at  last  undeceived,  im- 
mediately did  what  he  could  to  dispel  the  illusion.  He  declared  his  disappoint- 
ment and  mistake.  The  gas  did  not  operate  as  he  expected.  He  quit  its  use, 
and  he  and  Dr.  Riggs  advised  their  patients  against  it.  While  he  had  faith  he 
entered  into  an  arrangement  with  Dr.  Cooley,  of  Hartford,  to  carry  on  the  busi- 
ness in  partnership  extensively,  and  Cooley,  in  speaking  of  it,  says  : 

"  The  first  intimation  I  had  that  Dr.  Wells  did  not  intend  to  carry  out  our 
partnership  arrangement  with  me  was  when  he  informed  me,  several  weeks  after 
this  arrangement  was  entered  into  between  us,  that  he  had  just  returned  from 
Boston,  where  he  had  made  a  public  experiment,  which  had  proved  a  failure. 
He  then  said  to  me  that  he  was  disappointed  in  the  effects  of  the  gas,  and  that 
it  would  not  operate  as  we  had  hoped  and  thought  it  would,  as  there  was  no 
certainty  to  be  placed  upon  it,  ana,  consequently,  he  should  abandon  it,  as  he 
had  so  much  other  business  to  attend  to,  and  as  the  gas  would  not  operate  in 
all  cases  alike,  and  therefore  could  not  be  trusted.  He  advised  me  to  go  on 
-with  my  exhibitions,  and  thought  I  could  make  money  out  of  them,  and  that, 
although  he  had  got  through  with  his  experiments  in  the  business,  he  would 
assist  me  in  any  way  he  could  in  order  that  I  might  succeed  in  my  lectures,  and 
suggested  to  me  to  connect  with  my  lectures  and  administering  the  gas  mesmer- 
ifim,  and  the  use  of  a  card  of  questions  which  he  had  prepared,  so  arranged  that 
a  correct  answer  could  be  given  by  a  person  in  an  adjoining  room  as  to  the  time 
of  day,  &c.,  by  the  particular  manner  in  which  the  question  was  asked.  Feeling 
some  confidence  that  by  following  his  suggestions  I  should  realize  sufficient 
from  the  lectures  to  reimburse  me  for  my  time  and  expenses  while  in  company 
-with  him,  the  matter  was  then  dropped  between  us,  and  I  pursued  my  lectures." 

Thus  warning  him  to  leave  off  experiments  which,  if  pushed  to  the  point  of 
success,  must  be  dangerous  to  life,  ana  go  on  and  amuse  and  humbug  the  people 
in  a  manner  that  would  be  pleasant,  and  by  means  not  at  all  dangerous,  Dt. 
Wells,  in  his  papers,  after  the  success  of  sulphuric  ether,  professes  to  have 
discussed  and  considered  its  qualities  before  commencing  his  experiments,  and 
chosen  in  its  stead  the  nitrous  oxide  gas.  We  have  seen  that  in  this  he  was 
mistaken.     He  was  led  on  to  his  experiments  by  a  course  of  events  in  which 

fhilosophical  induction,  analysis,  and  comparison  could  not  have  intervened. 
)r.  Marcy  testifies  to  the  same  thing,  but  his  evidence  is  met  by  the  same 
B^tubbom  fact. 

But  it  is  now  said  that  Dr.  Wells  did  once  use  the  vapor  of  sulphuric  ether, 
and  extracted  a  tooth  from  J.  Gaylord  Wells  while  under  its  influence.  Dr. 
Wells  does  not  say  so,  nor  is  the  assumption  consistent  with  his  statements.  It 
rests  solely  on  the  testimony  of  Gaylord  Wells,  and  a  special  deposition  is  taken 
at  a  late  day  to  establish  it.     In  March,  1847,  he  testifies  as  follows : 

"  Hartford,  March  26,  1847. 
"  I  hereby  testify  that  more  than  two  years  prior  to  this  date,  on  being 
informed  that  Horace  Wells,  dentist,  of  this  city,  had  made  a  valuable  discovery, 
by  which  means  he  could  extract  teeth  without  pain  to  the  patient,  which  con- 
sisted in  the  use  of  stimulating  gas,  or  vapor,  I  inhaled  the  exnilarating  gas,  and, 
under  its  influence,  had  six  extracted  without  the  least  pain.  I  would  further 
state  that  for  more  than  eighteen  months  from  the  time  I  first  submitted  to  this 
operation  by  the  application  of  gas  I  heard  no  other  name  mentioned  as  the  dis- 
coverer except  that  of  the  above  named  Horace  Wells. 

"J.  GAYLORD  WELLS,  184 J  Main  street:' 

Six  teeth  extracted,  all  under  the  influence  of  exhllaratijtg  gas — nothing  of 
sulphuric  ether. 

F.  C.  Goodrich  was  present  when  Gay  lord's  teeth  were  extracted.  He  testi- 
fies in  answer  to  interrogatories  : 
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"  Question.  Have  you  any  personal  knowledge  that  Dr.  Wells  ever  made  uge 
of  ether  as  an  anaesthetic  agent  in  any  surgical  or  dental  operation  ? 

"Answer.  No. 

"  Question.  Have  you  any  personal  knowledge  that  ether  waa  ever  used  bj 
any  person,  in  any  such  operation,  before  the  fall  of  1846  ? 

"  Answer.  I  have  not. 

"  Question.  Have  you  ever  seen  Dr.  "Wells  extract  any  other  tooth,  under  the 
influence  of  nitrous  oxide,  than  your  own  ?  if  yea,  who  and  when  1 

"  Answer.  I  have ;  I  saw  him  extract  several  for  J.  Gay  lord  Wells,  and  one 
for  Wm.  H.  Burleigh ;  Wells's  were  all  extracted  at  one  time,  soon  after  mine 
was  extracted,  and  Burleigh's  soon  after;  I  should  think  within  a  week  aft€r 
mine  was  extracted. 

"  Question.  Did  you  ever  know  or  hear  that  Dr.  Wells  extracted  any  teeth, 
under  the  influence  of  any  anaesthetic  agent,  after  his  return  from  Boston,  in 
January,  1845,  and  before  October  1,  1846  ? 

"  Aus.  I  don't  know  that  I  did." 

Dr.  Riggs  says  that  Gaylord  Wells  was  one  among  the  first  to  whom  the 
gas  was  administered,  (answer  to  29th  interrogatory.) 

Gaylord  Wells's  deposition  was  again  taken  to  prove  that  his  teeth  were  not 
all  drawn  at  once,  but  at  several  times,  and  no  more  than  two  teeth  at  a  time, 
and  that  sulphuric  ether  was  used  at  one  of  those  times ;  **  whereupon,  finding  it 
(disagreeable,  he  advised  his  friends  not  to  use  it,  but  continue  the  gas^  Thi^ 
witness,  and  the  parties  who  suffered  him  thus  to  t  stify,  could  not  have  looked 
to  his  first  affidavit  before  he  swore  to  the  second. 

In  his  first  he  says  :  "  /  inhaled  the  exhilarating  gas,  and,  under  its  injluencf. 
had  six  extracted  without  the  least  pain,** 

In  the  last  he  says  that  only  Jive  were  with  the  gas,  and  (me  with  sulphnrk 
ether;  the  ether  was  not  given  from  the  bag,  *'but  some  different  apparatus^ 

This  witness  contradicts  himself.  He  is  contradicted  by  his  companion,  F. 
C.  Goodrich.  He  pretends  to  state  an  important  fact,  not  hinted  at  by  I)t. 
Wells  in  his  lifetime,  and  which  is  against  the  whole  current  of  the  evidence. 
In  the  pamphlet  of  Dr.  Wells,  already  referred  to,  he  says :  "I  have  confi*d 
myself  to  the  use  of  nitrous  oxide  gas,  because  I  became  fully  satisfied,  from 
the  first,  that  it  was  less  injurious  to  the  system  than  ether." 

He  says,  however,  that  Dr,  Marcy  tried  ether  in  one  surgical  operation^  and 
thereupon  advised  him  by  all  means  to  continue  the  use  of  the  nitrous  oxide 
gas.  Dr.  Wells  says  that,  after  and  upon  consultation,  he  determined  to  con- 
tinue the  use  of  the  gas ;  but  he  does  not  say  it  was,  or  after  an  experiment 
upon  Mr.  Gaylord  Wells,  or  that  he  was  of  those  with  whom  he  advised. 

We  leave  the  testimony  of  this  witness  to  the  consideration  of  the  Senate. 

On  the  17th  of  February,  1847,  Dr.  Wells  made  a  publication  in  Galignani's 
Messenger,  in  which,  speaking  of  nitrous  oxide,  and  the  vapor  of  sulphnrk 
ether,  he  says :  "  The  less  atmospheric  air  admitted  into  the  lungs  with  m 
gas  or  vapor,  the  better." 

It  is  not  to  be  believed  that  at  this  time  he  had  ever  administered  the  vap« 
of  sulphuric  ether ;  that  vapor  will  not  support  respiration,  and  a  patient  could  live 
no  longer  inhaling  it,  without  a  mixture  of  atmospheric  air,  than  he  could  11" 
with  his  head  under  water.  It  takes  about  three  minutes  to  produce  tbe 
effect  of  anaesthesia  with  etheric  vapor,  which,  administered  according  to  Dr 
Wells's  direction,  without  atmospheric  air,  would,  in  most  cases,  destroy  life 
But  if  it  had  been  true  that  Dr.  Wells  used  ether  with  success,  it  was  a  matter 
of  no  importance,  the  physicians  and  surgeons  of  his  own  town  never  knew  it; 
no  mark  of  pen  or  pencil  attested  it  till  long  after  Dr.  Morton's  discoverv,  ?ix 
years  after  Gaylord  Wells's  affidavit  gave  it  to  the  world.  Drs.  WeUs. 
Riggs,  and  Marcy  say  they  consulted  about  the  use  of  sulphuric  ether  and  con- 
demned it.    Drs.  Wells  and  Riggs  at  once,  and  Dr.  Marcy  after  a  trial,    ifl 
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rejected  it,  or  abandoned  its  use  on  trial.  It  is  immaterial  whether  Dr.  Marcy, 
in  fact,  tried  it  or  not ;  but  is  he  not  mistaken  in  supposing  he  tried  it  ?  No 
trace  of  the  patient,  on  whom  the  experiment  was  tried,  can  be  found.  One 
hundred  dollars  reward  has  been  offered,  but  yet  he  cannot  be  found.  Dr. 
Marcy  cannot  give  his  name,  or  any  account  of  him,  except  that  he  operated 
.  upon  him  while  under  the  influence  of  sulphuric  ether.  He  made  no  cotempo- 
raneous  entry,  wrote  no  cotemporaneous  letter,  which  can  be  vouched  to  prove 
this  most  important  experiment ;  and  more  than  this,  Dr.  Marcy  has  not  always 
testified  cautiously.  The  close  of  his  affidavit  of  December  1,  1849,  may  be 
taken  as  an  example  ;  he  says  : 

"  I  also  further  declare  that  I  was  aware  of  the  fact  of  Dr.  Wells's  visit  to 
Boston,  in  1844,  for  the  purpose  of  communicating  his  discovery  to  the  faculty 
of  that  city.  I  also  had  an  interview  with  Dr.  Wells  soon  after  his  retuni  from 
Boston,  when  he  informed  me  that  he  had  made  known  to  Dr.  C.  T.  Jackson  and 
Mr.  Morton,  the  anjEsthetic  properties  of  the  nitrous  oxide  gas,  the  ether  vapor, 
and  other  analogous  substances.  He  also  informed  me  that  he  had  made  an  im- 
perfect trial  with  the  gas  before  Dr.  Warren's  class,  but  that  the  experiment  was 
not  satisfactory  on  account  of  the  patient's  getting  an  insufficient  Quantity  of  the 
gas.  He  further  informed  me  that  his  discovery  and  his  whole  iaea  respecting 
anaesthetic  agents  was  ridiculed  by  Dr.  Jackson  and  other  medical  men  of  Bos- 
ton, but  that  his  former  pupil,  Morton,  swallowed  this  ridiculous  idea  greedily 
and  kept  it  down  until  1846,  when  he  ejected  it  at  Washington  in  the  form  of  a 
patented  compound — ^mark  the  word— compound,  called  Letheon." 

Now,  it  is  very  certain,  even  if  Dr.  Wells  were  in  the  habit  of  using  language 
BO  coarse  and  absurd,  which  does  not  seem  to  be  the  case,  that  he  did  not  say, 
on  his  return  home  from  Boston  in  the  spring  of  1845,  what  Dr.  Marcy  testifies 
he  then  said  of  Dr.  Morton  doing  in  1846.  Suppose  it  all  to  be  about  to  happen 
just  so.  Dr.  Wells  could  not  have  known  it  and  denounced  it  to  Dr.  Morton  a 
year  before  it  took  place. 

"  It  is  upon  Dr.  Marcy  principally  that  the  Wells  claim  seeks  to  support  it- 
self. It  must  be  conceded  that  he,  Marcy,  knew  from  Wells  all  that  Wells 
knew  or  suspected.  Wells  himself,  in  his  publication  of  1847,  vouches  Dr. 
Marcy  as  the  person  with  whom  he  *  advised'  and  'discussed  the  comparative 
merits  of  nitrous  oxide  gas  and  rectified  sulphuric  ether.' 

"  It  is  important,  then,  to  see,  if  possible,  to  what  conclusions  Wells's  experi- 
ments and  discoveries  had  brought  Dr.  Marcy.  This  gentleman,  in  his  deposi- 
tion of  1849,  (Wells's  pamphlets,  1852,  p.  31,)  declares  that,  *in  the  month  of 
October,  1844,'  (which  is  two  months  prior  to  the  first  notion  of  Wells  on  this 
subject,)  he  *  witnessed  the  extraction  of  a  tooth  from  the  person  of  T.  C.  Good- 
rich, esq.,  of  this  city,  (Hartford,)  by  Dr.  Horace  Wells,  after  nitrous  oxide  gas 
had  been  inhaled,  and  without  the  slightest  consciousness  of  pain  on  the  part  of 
the  gentleman  operated  upon.  Not  only  was  the  extraction  accomplished  with- 
out pain,  but  the  inhalation  of  the  gas  was  effected  without  any  of  those  indica- 
tions of  excitement  or  attempts  at  muscular  exertion  which  so  commonly  obtain 
when  the  gas  is  administered  without  a  definite  object  or  previous  mental  prep- 
aration. By  this  experiment  two  important,  and,  to  myself,  entirely  new  facts 
were  demonstrated  :  1st.  That  the  body  could  be  rendered  insensible  to  pain  by 
the  inhalation  of  a  gas  or  vapor  capable  of  producing  certain  effects  upon  the 
organism;  and  2d.  When  such  agents  were  administered  to  a  sufficient  extent, 
for  a  definite  object,  and  with  a  suitable  impression  being  previously  produced 
upon  the  mind,  that  no  unusual  mental  excitement,  or  attempt  at  physical  effort, 
would  follow  the  inhalation.' 

**  It  is  impossible  to  read  Dr.  Marcy 's  statement  of  these  *  two  new  facts  *  with- 
out being  reminded  of  Cooley's  testimony  with  regard  to  mesmerism.  It  is  ap. 
parent  that  the  second  and  important  fact  which  Dr.  Marcy  deduced  from  thg 
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experiment  of  Dr.  Wells,  viz :  that  the  insensibility  to  pain  would  be  attended 
by  Buch  a  condition  of  the  patient  as  -would  make  it  possible  to  subject  him  to 
a  surp^cal  operation,  hinged  upon  two  independent  and  fanciful  perquisites,  vis: 
that  the  gas  should  be  *  administered  for  a  definite  object,'  and  that  the  patient 
should  have  *a  suitable  impression  previously  produced  upon  the  mind.' 

**  Again  he  says,  in  an  article  published  in  the  Journal  of  Commerce,  on  the 
30th  day  of  December,  1846  :  'Another  fact  in  relation  to  th«i  exhilarating  gas, 
&c.,  is  worthy  of  notice.  Under  ordinary  circumstances,  the  person  who  inhales 
the  gas  has  no  control  over  himself,  but  if,  previous  to  his  taking  the  gas,  he 
fixes  his  mind  strongly  upon  some  given  purpose,  and  exercises  his  will  steadily 
in  order  to  effect  and  carry  out  this  purpose,  he  will,  in  nearly  every  instance, 
remain  quiet.'  * 

Wells,  in  his  publication  dated  Paris,  February  17, 1847,  Boston  Atlas,  sajs: 

"  Much  depends  on  the  state  of  mind  of  the  patient  during  the  inhalation  of  gas 
or  vapor.  If  the  individual  takes  it  with  a  determination  to  submit  to  a  surgical 
operation,  he  has  no  disposition  to  exert  the  muscular  system,  whcrcis,  under 
other  circumstances,  it  seems  impossible  to  restrain  him  from  over  exertion ;  he 
becomes  perfectly  uncontrollable.  It  is  well  to  instruct  all  patients  of  this  fact 
before  the  inhalation  takes  place." 

This  is  sheer  charlatanism.  A  discovery  which  depends  for  its  efficacy 
upon  the  concurrence  of  two  fools,  one  to  administer  and  the  other  to  be  admiu- 
istered  upon — ^leaving  everything  to  the  effect  of  imagination — is  only  entitled 
to  the  attention  of  such  as  are  fit  to  be  operators  or  patients  under  that  system; 
and  the  number  of  these,  it  is  hoped,  is  small. 

But  how  is  it  possible  that  these  mental  pre-occupations  of  operator  and 
patient  should  have  been  adopted  by  Dr.  Marcy  as  necessary  conditions  to  the 
success  of  Dr.  Wells's  discovery,  if  that  discovery  was  understood  by  Marcy  at 
that  time,  as  identical  with  or  equivalent  to  the  discovery  made  by  the  under- 
signed  ?  The  latter  is  purely  physical  in  its  operation.  It  does  not  differ  in 
this  respect  from  any  other  fact  or  theory  in  the  materia  medica.  The  former 
essentially  depends  upon  the  imagination ;  and,  fortunately  for  humanity,  must 
have  but  a  rare  and  doubtful  operation.  It  is  nevertheless  a  fact,  not  now  to  be 
disputed,  that  the  manipulations  of  the  mesmerizer  have  reduced  patients  (and 
more  than  the  twelve  or  fifteen  claimed  by  Wells)  to  the  condition  which  Dr. 
Marcy  proposes  in  his  second  specification  of  *  important  and  new  facts.' 

It  is  not  to  be  wondered  at,  then,  that  these  gentlemen,  Drs.  Marcy  and 
Ellsworth,  should  concur  with  Wells  in  the  opinion  that  the  operation  was  un- 
certain and  could  not  be  trusted,  and  practically  abandoned  all  idea,  if  such  was 
ever  entertained  by  them,  of  making  it  a  useful  agent  in  surgery.  In  fact,  it 
does  not  appear  that  either  of  them  performed  any  operation  with  its  aid  until 
after  the  discovery  by  the  undersigned ;  at  all  events  not  between  that  time  and 
the  early  experiments*  which  we  have  seen  had  resulted  so  as  to  induce  Wells 
himself  to  abandon  the  subject.  After  the  discovery  by  the  undersigned  had 
been  fully  tested  and  established,  it  was  easy  enough  to  reason  themselves  into 
the  belief  that  it  was  all  embraced  in  that  which  they  participated  in,  but  which 
had  been  without  the  slightest  profit  to  the  world  at  large,  or  any  practic4\l  ad- 
vance towards  this  great  boon  to  humanity. 

It  is  true  that  Dr.  Marcy  states  that  he  performed  an  operation  with  ethei 
soon  after  Wells's  first  experiments  with  the  nitrous  oxide ;  but  it  is  by  no 
means  clear  that  such  was  the  fact ;  and  if  the  fact,  it  can  hardly  be  doubted  that 
the  experiment  was  a  failure.  When  the  idea  occurred  to  Wells,  in  the  face  of 
his  letter  of  October,  1846,  to  Dr.  Morton,  to  claim  that  he  had  made  the 
same,  or  an  equivalent  discovery  in  1844 ;  and  when  Drs.  Marcy  and  Ellsworth 
came  to  his  aid,  it  is  not  possible  that  the  fact  that  ether  itself  had  been  used, 
and  that  *'the  operation  wag  entirely  unattended  with  pain,"  if  such  a  fact  existed 
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Bhoald  not  have  instantly  occurred  to  them  as  most  material  to  his  claim,  and 
that  the  facts  and  particulars,  with  clear  proof  thereof,  should  not  have  been 
instantly  produced.  Yet  there  are  two  publications,  by  Dr.  Marcy  himself,  de- 
fending Wells's  claim— one  on  the  30th  December,  1846,  and  the  other  on  the 
8th  of  January,  1847,  both  in  the  Journal  of  Commerce,  in  which  the  material 
fact,  although  directly  pertinent  to  the  precise  purpose  of  the  publications,  is  not 
even  alluded  to.  In  both  of  these  publications  he  limits  himself  to  the  state- 
ment that  he,  Marcy,  had  suggested  the  use  of  ether  to  Wells ;  but  that,  "upon 
reflection  and  more  full  discussion,"  he  had  advised  that  the  exhilarating  gas  was 
preferable.  On  the  27th  of  March,  1847,  (Wells's  pamphlet,  Hartford,  J.  Gaylard 
Wells,  1847,  p.  20,)  he  makes  his  third  publication,  (p.  132,)  and  verifies  the  same 
by  affidavit,  whereui,  after  reiterating  that  ether  had  been  discussed,  and  that  he 
had  advised  against  its  use.  he,  for  the  first  time,  states  the  following  fact :  •*!  also 
take  this  occajsion  to  assert  from  my  positive  knowledge  that  the  etlier  vapor 
was  administered  very  soon  after  this  period,  (and  prior  to  1845.)  for  the  per- 
formance of  a  surgical  operation." 

This  is  all  he  says  of  it.  He  does  not  intimate  that  he  performed  the  opera- 
tion ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  states  that  he  had  steadily  advised  against  its  use. 
Nor  does  he  state  what  the  operation  was,  nor  what  success  attended  it.  It 
was  reserved  for  his  fourth  statement,  made  five  years  after  the  operation,  (1849,) 
to  disclose  the  fact  that  he  himself  performed  the  operation  upon  "  the  young 
man  above  alluded  to,"  and  that  it  was  the  cutting  **  from  his  head  an  encysted 
tumor  about  the  size  of  an  English  '^^alnut,  and  that  the  operation  was  entirely 
unattended  with  pain ;  and  demonstrated  to  Dr.  Wells  and  myself,  in  the  most 
conclusive  manner,  the  anaesthetic  properties  of  ether  vapor."  Still,  there  is 
nothing  stated  to  enable  any  information  to  be  obtained  touching  this  important 
operation  beyond  what  Dr.  Marcy  himself  chooses  to  communicate.  Wells  thus 
refers  to  it:  "Let  it  be  observed,  however,  that  at  this  time,  (November,  1844,) 
while  we  had  the  subject  under  consideration,  a  surgical  operation  was  performed 
at  Dr.  Marcy*s  office  under  the  influence  of  sulphuric  ether,  as  is  proved  by 
aSidavit.  The  doctor  then  advised  me  by  all  means  to  continue  the  use  of  nitrous 
oxide  gas."  And  yet,  in  1849,  it  is  pretended  that  the  operation  was  entirely 
successful,  and  ought  therefore  to  have  led,  **  by  all  means,"  to  the  contrary  aa- 
vice !     Testimony  like  this  cannot  be  expected  to  produce  conviction. 

As  to  the  alleged  operation  no  one  has  ever  been  able  to  hear  of  it,  except 
through  Dr.  Marcy.  Anxious  to  prove  the  matter,  Dr.  Morton  offered  a  reward 
of  one  hundred  dollars,  in  Hartford,  to  any  one  who  could  tell  the  name  of  the 
patient,  or  give  him  any  means  to  find  him.  On  this  point,  he  refers  to  the  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Cornwall,  his  counsel  there.  The  failure  to  produce,  indicate,  or 
in  any  degree  describe  "  the  young  man,"  under  these  circumstances,  is  entirely 
consistent  with  any  view  of  Dr.  Marcy's  evidence. 

The  facts  connected  with  Wells's  own  conduct  and  publications  in  this  mat- 
ter are  worthy  of  attention  in  this  connexion. 

After  his  remarkable  letter  of  October,  1846,  and  when  the  discovery  of  Dr.  Mor- 
ton's had  assumed  its  full  magnitude  and  importance,  Wells  first  appears  as  a  claim- 
ant before  the  public  on  the  7  th  of  December,  1846,  in  the  Hartford  Courant,  two 
years  after  his  pretended  discovery,  and  limits  his  pretensions  to  having  had  a 
tooth  drawn  himself,  and  afterwards  having  performed  similar  operations  for 
**  twelve  or  fifteen"  others  under  the  influence  of  nitrous  oxide.  No  allusion  is 
made  to  any  experiment  with  ether,  or  to  any  subsequent  use  of  nitrous  oxide ; 
but  his  whole  career  is  there  summed  up  with  his  failure  at  Boston,  in  1845. 
His  letter  to  Dr.  Morton,  of  October,  1846,  shows  his  appreciation  of  the  ad- 
vantages that  would  belong  to  the  discoverer.  He  says  :  "  If  the  operation  of 
admin  if* tering  the  gas  is  not  attended  with  too  much  trouble,  and  will  produce 
the  effect  you  stiite,  it  will  undoubtedly  be  a  fortune  to  you,  provided  it  is  rightly 
managed."     After  publishing  his  letter  of  the  7th  of  December,  he  proceed*  \ft 
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Europe  upon  a  epcculation  in  pictures.  Arriving  in  Paris,  he  finds  the  whole 
scientific  world  agitated  with  this  subject.  He  makes  no  claims.  It  is  not  tfll 
after  Dr.  Brewster,  of  Paris,  reads  the  publication  by  Marcy  and  Ellsworth, 
tiiken  from  the  Journal  of  Commerce,  and  sends  to  him,  Wells,  "  begging  him 
to  call  on  him  (Brewster)  and  tell  him  if  he  is  the  true  man,"  that  he  is  stimu- 
lated to  make  the  publication  in  Galignani's  Messenger,  which  is  copied  in  the 
Boston  Atlas.— (Letter  of  Brewster  dated  24th  of  March,  1847.)  In  this  publi- 
cation, his  experiments,  theretofore  stated  to  have  been  with  nitrous  oxide  alone, 
are  claimed  to  have  been  with  ether  also.  He  is  entirely  unprepared  with  any 
proof.  Dr.  Brewster,  to  the  New  York  Journal  of  Commerce,  says  :  *•  Imagine 
to  yourselves,  Messrs.  Editors,  a  man  to  have  made  this  more  than  brilliant  dis- 
covery and  visiting  Europe  without  bringing  with  him  his  proof."  Again,  Brews- 
ter (letter  to  Morton,  dated  2l8t  of  March,  1847,)  says:  "Dr.  Wells's  visit  to 
Europe  had  no  connexion  with  this  discovery ;  and  it  was  only  after  I  had  seen 
the  letter  of  Drs.  Ellsworth  and  Marcy  that  I  prevailed  upon  him  to  present  his 
claims  to  the  Academy  of  Sciences,"  &c. 

He  sailed  for  Europe  upon  his  picture  spccidations  in  December — is  in  Paris 
engaged  in  that  business  until  Brewster,  acting  on  the  faith  of  Marcy's  and 
Ellsworth's  publication,  m'ges  him  to  put  forth  his  claim.  He  then  publisher  it 
at  Paris. 

The  publications  and  affidavits  of  Ellsworth,  Marcy,  and  Riggs,  have,  on 
every  successive  occasion,  expanded  themselves  greatly. 

Equally  remarkable  and  inconsistant  with  fact  is  the  following  preface  in  the 
publication  made  at  Paris  :  "  The  less  atmospheric  air  is  admitted  into  the  lungs 
with  any  gas  or  vapor,  the  better — the  more  satisfactory  will  be  the  result  of  the 
operation." 

When  it  is  known  that  the  administration  of  ether  in  sufficient  quantity  to 
produce  total  insensibility  without  atmospheric  air  occasions  certain  death,  what 
credit  is  it  possible  to  give  to  the  assertion  of  fact  made  in  this  publication  by 
Wells,  for  the  first  time,  that  he  had  used  the  ether  at  all,  or  knew  anything  of 
its  properties  in  this  respect. 

The  testimony  of  the  physicians  and  surgeons  of  Hartford  and  its  neighbor- 
hood, examined  by  the  United  States  commissioner  under  the  proceeding  before 
referred  to,  sufficiently  shows  that  even  within  that  limited  district  the  alleged 
discovery  of  Wells  was  not  practically  regarded  as  of  any  value.  This  is  con- 
sistent with  the  judgment  which  Wells  himself  pronounced  on  it  after  his  return 
from  Boston;  but  is  wholly  inconsistent  with  the  face  now  put  on  it  by  Drs. 
Marcy  and  Ellsworth,  the  only  two  who  go  beyond  mere  rumor  and  hearsay. 

But  if  Dr.  Marcy  did  make  use  of  the  vapor  of  sulphuric  ether  as  an  ana?s- 
thetic  agent  in  the  removal  of  a  tumor,  the  fact  was  of  no  value  to  mankind. 
He  did  not  make  it  public.  The  profession  at  large  knew  nothing  of  it;  and  to 
those  to  whom  he  n\^de  known  the  fact,  he  depreciated  and  discouraged  its  use. 
What  he  did  and  said  would  induce  no  one  to  push  his  discoveries  in  that  diiec- 
tion,  but  rather  tend  to  discourage  it  and  direct  their  experiments  to  nitrous  ox- 
ide.    Such,  Dr.  Wells  says,  was  his  advice  to  him. 

Dr.  Ellsworth  used  it  in  surgery  in  two  cases  after  the  contest  with  sulphuric 
ether  waxed  hot.  He  cannot  fix  the  date  of  the  first  case,  but  Dr.  Cooley,  who 
administered  the  gas,  being  interrogated  thus : 

•*  You  go  on  to  say  that  you  administered  nitrous  oxide  gas  to  several  individuals 
who  underwent  severe  surgical  operations  without  pain.  Was  not  all  these  sub- 
sequent to  the  discovery  of  the  aneesthetic  properties  of  ether  in  1846  ? 

"Answer.  (In  a  letter  to  Dr.  Morton.)  I  did  not  exhibit  the  nitrous  oxide  for 
the  purpose  of  producing  insensibility  to  pain  until  subsequent  to  the  alleged 
discovery  of  the  ansesthetic  properties  of  ether  by  you  in  1846." 

The  amputation  of  the  thigh  of  the  boy  Goodale  was  January  1,  1848,  while 
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the  contest  between  gaa  and  ether  was  at  its  hottest.  Dr.  Ellsworth  says  it  was 
without  pain.  The  boy  says  it  was  very  painful ;  but  it  is  not  important  whether 
it  was  or  was  not  painful.  If  the  boy  had  been  made  dumb  or  stupefied  with 
opium  he  would  have  felt  no  pain  from  the  operation.  If  he  had  been  fully 
stupefied  by  the  gas  he  would  not  have  felt  pain ;  but  it  is  probable  that  neither 
of  these  carried  to  that  extent  would  have  been  safe  or  salutary. 

The  only  place  where  there  was  ever  any  contest  between  gas  and  ether  was 
in  Hartford,  by  Dr.  Wells  and  his  friends. 

The  use  of  the  nitrous  oxide  as  an  anaesthetic  agent  was  never  established 
even  in  the  flourishing  city  of  Hartford ;  and  never,  as  far  as  we  know,  obtained 
any  credit  beyond  it.  In  the  month  of  December,  1844,  it  obtained  currency 
in  the  city  of  Hartford  for  a  day ;  but  the  disappointment  of  Dr.  Wells  on  his 
exhibition  in  Boston,  and  his  consequent  abandonment  of  its  use,  put  an  end  to 
its  short-lived  reputation,  and  on  the  attempt  to  revive  it  in  1846-'47  it  had 
another  short  run  and  again  sunk  into  disrepute. 

Within  the  period  of  its  short  revival  Dr.  Beresford,  of  Hartford,  used  it  once, 
removing  a  tumor  from  a  lady  under  its  influence : 

"  Question.  Have  you  ever,  in  your  practice,  made  use  of  nitrous  oxide  gas  as 
an  ansesthetic  agent;  if  yea,  when  first,  and  who  was  the  patient  operated  upon  ? 

"Answer.  Yes.  I  operated  in  this  city,  January  4,  1848,  on  Mrs.  Charles 
Gabriel,  removing,  from  the  neighborhood  of  her  shoulder,  a  tumor  while  under 
its  influence. 

"  Question.  Have  you  ever  made  use  of  nitrous  oxide  in  any  surgical  opera- 
tion since  1 

"  Answer.  No,  sir.** 

The  following  are  extracts  from  his  examination  : 

"  Question.  Was  not  the  above  operation  as  successful  and  satisfactory  as  any 
you  have  ever  performed  with  any  other  anaesthetic  agent  ] 

"Answer.  It  was  quite  as  successful  as  any,  so  far  as  destroying  sensibility 
was  concerned. 

"  Question.  You  say  the  operation  you  have  spoken  of  was  quite  as  successful 
as  any  you  ever  performed,  so  far  as  destroying  sensibility  was  concerned.  In 
what  was  the  operation  not  as  successful  ] 

"  Answer.  The  patient  was  very  faint  and  depressed  for  about  half  an  hour 
after  recovering  her  perception. 

"  Question.  Was  not  the  administration  of  the  gas  in  this  case  attended  with 
asphyxia  ] 

"  Answer.  I  think  not. 

"  Question.  What  was  the  appearance  of  the  face  of  the  patient  ? 

"  Answer.  At  this  distance  of  time  I  cannot  remember,  to  speak  with  precision. 

"  Question.  Have  you  any  idea  that  Dr.  Wells  ever  perfected  and  brought 
into  general  use  nitrous  oxide  gas  as  an  anaesthetic  agent  in  'surgical  operations  ? 

"Answer.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

"Question.  Is  nitrous  oxide,  in  your  judgment,  a  valuable  anaesthetic  agent 
in  dental  and  surgical  operations  ] 

"  Answer.  I  have  never  used  it  but  in  the  case  above  alluded  to,  and  give  a 
decided  preference  to  chloroform  in  surgical  operations.** 

Dr.  Crane,  of  Hartford,  says : 

"  Answer.  I  once  administered  it  to  Dr.  Warner.  He  brought  a  bag,  which 
he  said,  and  which  I  supposed,  contained  nitrous  oxide,  from  Dr.  Wells's  office^ 
.  and  under  its  influence  I  extracted  a  number  of  his  teeth.     I  think  four. 

"Question.  When  was  this  ? 

"Answer.  I  think  in  March,  1845. 
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"Question.  In  your  judgment  is  nitrous  oxide  gas  a  valuable  and  efficient 
ansestlietic  agent  in  dental  operations  ? 
"Answer.  1  should  say  no." 

Dr.  J.  M.  Grcenleaf,  of  Hartford,  says: 

"Question.  Have  you  ever  made  use  of  nitrous  oxide  gaa  in  your  dental  bua- 
ness  to  prevent  pain  in  extracting  teeth  ] 

"Answer.  No,  sir. 

"  Question.  Have  you  ever  seen  it  administered ;  and  if  so,  by  whom  and 
where? 

"Answer.  I  saw  it  administered  once,  by  Dr.  S.  A.  Cooley,  which  produced 
vomiting.     This  was  at  my  office. 

"Question.  Was  the  experiment  entirely  unsuccessful? 

"Answer.  Yes." 

Dr.  Cynel  Bullock,  surgeon  dentist,  of  Hartford,  says : 

"  Question.  Have  you  ever,  in  your  practice,  made  use  of  nitrons  oxide  gas  is 
an  anaesthetic  agent;  if  yea,  when  first,  and  who  was  the  patient  operated  upon! 

"Answer.  Yes;  I  operated  in  this  city,  January  4,  1848,  on  Mrs.  Charks 
Gabriel,  removing,  from  the  neighborhood  of  her  shoulder,  a  tumor,  while 
under  its  influence. 

"  Question.  Have  you  ever  made  use  of  nitrous  oxide  in  any  surgical  operatioii 
since  ? 

"Answer.  No,  sir. 

"Answer.  I  have,  about  the  year  1846  or  1847,  at  the  house  of  Mr.  P.  Holt, 
in  this  city,  by  S.  A.  Cooley.  It  was  not  successful.  It  was  administered  that 
I  might  extract  some  teeth,  but  it  did  not  produce  insensibility,  and  I  did  not 
extract  the  teeth. 

"  Question.  What  was  the  effect  produced  on  the  patient  ? 

"Answer.  She  appeared  wild  and  restless." 

It  is  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  from  all  this  evidence,  that  nitrous  oxide 
was  not  used  by  the  profession  generally  in  the  city  of  Hartford,  or  approTcd 
by  them  at  any  time  as  an  ansesthetic  agent. 

J.  Mason  Warren,  physician  and  surgeon,  being  sworn,  said : 

"I  have  never  seen  nitrous  oxide  used  but  once  as  an  anaesthetic  agent;  it 
was  an  experiment  in  1848.  My  belief  is  that  it  is  not  to  be  compared  in  its 
effects  with  sulphuric  ether." 

Geo.  Hay  ward,  physician  and  surgeon,  being  sworn,  said : 
"In  my  opinion,  the  use  of  nitrous  ^xide  gas  is  not  altogether  safe,  and  it 
is  by  no  means  efficient  or  convenient.  I  never  saw  it  attempted  to  be  ii«d 
but  once,  and  then  with  only  partial  success.  The  effects  produced  by  iti 
inhalation  are  very  uncertain,  and  very  different  in  different  subjects,  and 
therefore  it  cannot  be  relied  upon  for  the  purposes  of  surgeons." 

Henry  J.  Bigelow,  physician  and  surgeon,  being  sworn,  said : 

"The  nitrous  oxide  is  usually  administered  from  a  bag,  under  the  name  of 
exhilarating  gas.  I  should  think  it  altogether  inadequate  to  produce  either  a 
certain  insensibility,  or  one  that  was  available  for  surgical  purposes,  except  by 
inducing  asphyxia,  which  is  dangerous,  and  which  is  no  part  of  true  ans>6thesi2L 
It  is  a  gas,  and  must  be  inhaled  by  means  of  an  orifice  in  the  vessel  which 
contains  it.  The  difficulty  in  the  way  of  success,  when  it  is  inhaled  from  the 
usual  bag,  is  that  the  supply  of  oxygen  which  it  contains  is  soon  exhausted, 
while  the  bag  becomes  filled  with  the  noxious  exhalations  of  the  lungs.    In 
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breathing  ether,  a  fresh  supply  of  vapor,  well  mixed  with  atmospheric  air,  is 
taken  into  the  lungs  at  eveiy  breath,  while  what  is  breathed  out  of  the  lungs 
escapes  into  the  apartment  as  waste.  Nitrous  oxyde  is  not  of  much  value  as 
an  anaesthetic  agent.  An  obvious  and  insuperable  objection  to  it  is  its  bulk 
and  the  difficalty  of  its  transportation.  Even  if  it  were  compact,  I  know  of  no 
evidence  that  it  is  an  efficient  agent.  It  is  not  anywhere  used  at  the  hospitals, 
or  elsewhee,  in  surgical  operations,  nor  in  obstetric  cases,  to  my  knowledge." 

Dr.  Marcy,  with  whom  Dr.  Wells  counselled  much,  and  who  operated  in  and 
reported  the  operation  on  the  scirrous  testicle  above  referred  to,  under  the 
influence  of  the  nitrous  oxide,  and  certifies  to  the  success  of  the  operation, 
entertained  the  same  opinion  with  Doctors  Wells  and  Biggs.  He  did  not 
believe  that  nitrous  oxide  was  at  the  same  time  safe  and  efficacious  as  an 
anaesthetic  agent.  In  an  article  published  in  the  Journal  of  Commerce,  De- 
cember 30, 1846,  when  the  medical  world  was  active  with  Dr.  Morton's  discovery, 
he  says: 

'*  My  own  opinion  in  regard  to  the  use  of  the  nitrous  oxide  gas,  the  sulphuric 
ether,  or  any  other  stimulant  which  acts  upon  the  system  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  render  the  body  insensible  to  external  impressions,  is,  that  it  is  decidedly 
unsafe,  and  that  in  no  given  case  can  we  be  certain  that  it  will  not  cause 
congestion  of  the  brain  or  lungs.  I  have  known  the  use  of  both  the  first 
named  articles  to  give  rise  to  temporary  congestion  of  the  brain  and  insanity." 

From  all  this  it  is  evident  that  nitrous  oxide  has  never  been,  and  is  not  now, 
approved  by  the  profession  generally.  In  the  second  short  period  of  its  ex- 
istence Dr.  Wells  attempted  to  introduce  nitrous  oxide  gas  into  the  New  York 
hospital,  the  failure  of  which  is  detailed  in  the  following  letter : 

*'New  York,  October  1,  1858. 

••  I  recollect  distinctly  having  been  present  in  the  operating  theatre  of  the 
New  York  hospital,  in  1847,  to  witness  an  operation  by  the  late  Dr.  John 
Kearny  Rogers.  Dr.  Horace  Wells  was  present  and  administered  nitrous  oxide 
gas  to  the  patient,  with  the  object  of  proaucing  insensibility  to  the  pain  of  the 
operation,  but  the  attempt  was  unsuccessful,  as  the  patient  seemed  to  suffer 
about  as  much  pain  as  might  have  been  anticipated  under  ordinary  circumstances. 
A  large  number  of  surgeons  and  physicians  were  present,  among  whom  was  Dr. 
Valentine  Mott,  and  other  prominent  members  of  the  profession. 

"  As  the  supply  of  the  supposed  anaesthetic  agent  was  apparently  ample, 
judging  from  the  large  size  of  tne  bags  containing  it,  and  its  administration  con- 
ducted fairly  and  fauy,  the  general  impression  upon  the  spectators  seemed  to 
me  to  be  decidedly  unfavorable  as  to  its  power  of  producing  insensibility  to  pain. 

"  WM.  H.  VAN  BUREN,  M.  D." 

Dr.  James  R.  Chilton,  an  eminent  chemist  of  New  York  city,  who  was  pres- 
ent, and  prepared  the  nitrous  oxide  for  the  experiment,  says  the  application  was 
not  successful,  "  the  patient  screaming  out  under  the  operation."  The  French 
Academy  of  Science,  on  rejecting  these  claims,  remarked  that  the  nitrous  oxide 
-was  dangerous  and  improper,  and  did  not  produce  the  effects  alleged  by  Horace 
Wells. 

Drs.  Mott,  Francis,  and  Parker,  eminent  surgeons  of  New  York  city,  were 
led  to  believe,  by  ex  parte  statements,  that  Dr.  Wells  was  the  first  discoverer  of 
a  safe  and  available  anaesthetic  agent,  in  the  month  of  December,  1852,  made 
affidavit  to  their  belief,  but  on  fall  information  they  changed  their  opinion,  and 
gave  the  public  to  know  the  fact  by  the  following  card  ? 

"  The  undersigned,  fearing  that  the  public  may  be  misled  by  the  republica- 
tion at  this  time  of  certain  affidavits  made  by  them  in  the  month  of  December, 
1853,  in  which  we  severally  asserted  our  belief  that  Horace  Wells,  of  Hartford, 
Rep.  Com.  89 8 
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Oonnecticut,  was  the  original  discoverer  of  the  ansesthetic  principle  as  applied 
to  the  removal  of  pain  in  surgical  operations ;  which  affidavits  were  made  by 
us  at  the  solicitation,  and  in  consequence  of  the  representations  of  the  Hon. 
Truman  Smith,  then  United  States  senator  from  Connecticut,  we  feel  it  to  be 
our  duty  to  state  that  a  subsequent  and  careful  examination  of  the  fads  in  tie 
history  of  the  discovery  of  ancesthesia  have  hd  us  to  a  different  conclusion. 

"  The  undersigned  coincide  in  the  belief  that  the  first  great  triumph  of 
placing  in  the  hands  of  the  profession  an  agent  capable  of  rendering  the  pati^t, 
safely  and  at  will,  utterly  insensible  to  the  stroke  of  the  surgeon's  knife,  was  in 
detecting  and  establishing  by  experiment  the  anaesthetic  powers  of  sulphniie 
ether.  For  this  discovery  the  world  is  indebted  to  Dr.  Wm.  T.  G.  Morton,  of 
Boston.  Whatever  may  have  been  the  steps  preliminary  to  this  remarkable 
discovery.  Dr.  Morton's  claim  to  it  is  estiiblished  beyond  all  controverey,  and 
his  merit  in  this  respect,  with  those  who  have  taken  the  trouble  to  inform  them- 
selves on  the  subject,  can  be  no  longer  a  question  of  dispute.  Holding  this 
opinion,  they  have  signed  the  'appeal  of  members  of  the  medical  profession,* 
in  this  city  and  Boston,  to  establish  a  national  testimonial,  by  voluntary  sub- 
scription, for  the  benefit  of  Dr.  Wm.  T.  G.  Morton,  and  have  united  in  recooh 
mending  his  claims  for  remuneration  to  the  consideration  of  their  fellow- citizens, 
and  of  soliciting  their  subscriptions  in  behalf  of  the  fund. 

"VALENTINE  MOTT,  M.  D. 

"  WILLARD  PARKER,  M.  D." 

"  New  York,  December  17,  1858. 
"  I  hereby  set  forth  that  my  concurrence  in  the  recommendation  of  Dr.  Mo^ 
ton's  claims  for  public  remuneration  was  grounded  on  the  conclusive  evidence 
that  through  his  experiments,  perseverance,  and  energy  it  was  made  manifest 
that  sulphuric  ether  might  be  used  as  an  effective  anaesthetic  agent  in  surgical 
operations.  To  Dr,  Morton's  early  devotion  I  believe  the  world  is  indebted  fw 
the  important  knowledge  we  possess  on  this  subject  so  interesting  to  humanity. 

"JOHN  W.  FRANCIS,  M.  D." 

It  failed  in  the  New  York  hospitals.  It  has  never  been  adopted  in  any  of 
our  public  institutions,  nor  in  the  army  or  the  navy  of  the  United  States,  and 
it  is  not  at  all  known  that  it  could  or  can  be  used  with  safety.  Its  strongest 
advocates  would  hardly  now  risk  their  reputation  by  using  it  in  a  capital  case, 
if  indeed  it  were  possible  to  find  a  subject  who  would  submit  to  an  operation 
under  its  influence,  or  a  surgeon  who  would  be  willing  to  administer  it. 

So  desirous  was  Dr.  Morton  of  showing  this  fact,  that  on  one  occasion,  when 
the  subject  was  before  a  congressional  conunittee,  and  his  claim  was  opposed, 
and  the  virtues  of  ether  condenmed,  he  submitted  to  that  body  the  following 
fair  and  impartial  proposition  : 

"National  Hotel, 
"  Washington,  January  18,  1853. 

"Dear  Sih:  The  subject  of  the  discovery  of  anaesthesia  being  now  before 
a  committee  of  which  you  are  chairman,  I  beg  leave  to  submit  to  you,  and 
through  you  to  a  committee,  a  proposition. 

"  One  of  those  who  contest  my  right  to  the  discovery  does  so  on  the  ground 
that  anaesthesia  had  been  discovered  by  Dr.  Wells  prior  to  my  alleged  discovery; 
and  that  the  anaesthetic  agent  used  in  the  discovery  by  Dr.  Wells  was  nitrous 
oxide  gas.  Now,  if  anaesthesia,  for  surgical  purposes,  was  ever  discovered 
through  nitrous  oxide  gas  as  the  agent,  that  agent,  for  the  same  purposes,  will 
still  manifest  its  efficiency.  I  deny  that  such  a  discovery,  by  means  of  said 
agent,  ever  was  made,  or  that  said  agent  possesses  available  anaesthetic  proper- 
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ties  alone  for  surgical  operations.  At  the  same  time  I  assert  and  claim  that 
ansesthesia  was  first  discovered  hy  me  through  the  agency  of  sulphuric  ether. 
Therefore,  to  prove  that  nitrous  oxide  never  was  discovered  to  he  an  available 
anaesthetic  agent  in  surgical  operations,  and  that  it  is  not  such  now,  and  to  prove 
also  that  sulphuric  ether  was  discovered  to  be  an  available  anaesthetic  agent  for 
such  purposes,  and  is  so  now,  I  propose  that  an  actual  demonstration  shall  be 
made  before  the  committee  of  the  two  agents,  in  such  surgical  operation  or 
operations  as  are  considered  fair  tests  by  scientific  men,  at  such  time  as  the  com- 
mittee may  direct,  and  patients  obtained. 
"  Yours,  very  truly, 

"W.  T.  G.  MORTON,  M.  D. 
"Hon.  J.  P.  Walker,  Chairman,  Sfc" 

This  offer  was  accepted  by  the  committee,  who  selected  a  prominent  sur- 
geon to  conduct  the  demonstration.  Apprehensive  that  it  might  be  said 
that  the  nitrous  oxide  gas  could  not  be  procured.  Dr.  Morton  caused  it  to  be 
manufactured  by  Dr.  Kidwell,  (a  competent  chemist  recommended  by  a  pro- 
fessor of  Columbia  College;)  and  further,  to  satisfy  the  surgeon  of  its  purity,  he 
administered  it  to  several  persons  on  the  evening  of  January  27th,  in  his 
presence  and  that  of  several  senators. 

The  demonstration  came  off  on  the  28th,  at  the  Washington  Infirmary,  where 
Dr.  Morton  had  a  patient  and  the  nitrous  oxide  gas  in  readiness.  The  surgeon  was 
urged  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to  use  the  nitrous  oxide.  He  refused 
peremptorily.  He  had  also  been  requested  to  do  so  by  Mr.  Truman  Smith,  the 
member  of  Congress  who  supported  the  claim  for  the  heirs  of  Dr.  Wells,  and 
tad  refused.  Dr.  Morton  then  proceeded,  in  presence  of  the  committee,  and  of 
surgeons  of  the  army  and  navy,  and  of  the  medical  class,  to  administer  ether. 
Complete  etherization  was  produced,  which  continued  through  a  dangerous  and 
protracted  sureical  operation,  lasting  about  three  quarters  of  an  hour. 

And  yet  it  has  all  the  virtues  now  which  it  ever  had,  and  the  success  which 
attended  operations  under  its  influence  in  Hartford,  in  1844  and  in  1847,  if  they 
were  real,  and  not  dependant  on  circumstances,  would  also  attend  them  now  in 
any  of  our  public  hospitals.  The  etheric  vapors,  administered  by  the  hand  of 
Dr.  Morton  at  Fredericksburg  to  the  wounded  fresh  from  the  battle  field,  proved 
successful  in  more  than  one  hundred  cases,  and  failed  not  in  one.  Your  eom- 
mitee  do  not  think  that  the  attempt  of  Dr.  Wells  to  find  a  useful  and  practicable 
anaesthetic  agent  in  nitrous  oxide  gas,  and  his  failure  in  that  attempt,  entitle  him. 
to  public  honor  or  reward,  or  that  it  detracts  at  all  from  the  merits  of  the  man 
who  did,  in  fact,  find  and  give  to  his  country  and  the  world  a  stife,  certain^  and> 
convenient  anaesthetic  agent. 


C. 

CLAIMS   OF   CONTESTANTS. — A   SUGtiBSTION. 

Dr.  Charles  T.  Jackson  also  claims  the  merit  of  the  discovery.  On  the  23d 
day  of  February,  1849,  Dr.  W.  T.  G.  Morton  presented  to  Congress  a  memorial 
asking  compensation  for  the  discovery  of  ansesthetic  or  pain-subduing  properties 
of  etheric  vapors,  and  on  notice  being  given  to  Dr.  Jackson  by  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  to  which  the  memorial  was  referred : 

To  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  in  Congress 

assembled: 

The  undersigned  begs  leave  to  represent  that,  whereas  a  memorial  has  been 
presented  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  by  William  Thomas  Oreea 
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appearance,  ita  qualities,  ita  effects,  and  that  he  had  never  seen  it  until  on  that 
daj,  when  he  showed  it  to  him  and  directed  him  how  and  for  what  purposes  to 
use  it.  Indeed,  that  he  lacked  the  knowledge  conmion  to  his  profession,  and 
in  administering  the  ether  he  could  only  have  acted  in  obedience  to  others. 
This  allegation  your  committee  will  now  consider.  Prior  to  the  date  of  this 
discovery,  Or.  Morton  attended  the  lectures  of  the  Massachusetts  Medical  Col- 
lege and  the  clinical  instructions  of  the  general  hospital,  and  subsequently 
obtained  his  medical  degree  at  the  Washington  University,  Maryland.  On  the 
20th  of  March,  1844,  Dr.  Morton,  then  a  practicing  dentist,  entered  his  name 
with  Dr.  Jackson  as  a  student  in  medicine,  who  gives  him  a  certificate  suf- 
ciently  commendatory.     It  is  as  follows  : 

To  the  secretary  of  the  executive  committee  of  the  American  Society  of  Dental 

Surgeons : 

Mr.  W.  T.  G.  Morton,  dentist,  entered  his  name  with  me  as  a  student  of 
medicine  March  20,  1844,  and  attended  to  practical  anatomy  in  the  Massachu- 
setts Medical  College  during  the  winter  of  that  year,  where  he  dissected  with 
diligence  and  zeal,  and  paid  special  attention  to  the  anatomy  of  the  head  and 
throat — ^parts  of  human  anatomy  particularly  important  to  the  surgeon  dentist. 
He  also  studied  Bell's  and  other  standard  works  on  anatomy,  and  attended  the 
lectures  of  Drs.  Warren,  Hayward,  and  other  professors.  I  would  recommend 
him  as  a  suitable  person  for  admission  as  a  dental  surgeon.  He  is  a  skil^ 
operator  in  dentistry,  both  in  surgical  and  mechanical  departments,  and  has 
studied  the  chemical  properties  of  the  ingredients  required  for  the  manufacture 
of  artificial  teeth. 

CHARLES  T.  JACKSON,  M.  D. 

Prior  to  this  time.  Dr.  Jackson  had,  as  he  states,  recommended  chloric  ether 
as  an  external  application  to  allay  pain  in  the  teeth  and  gums,  and  had  furnished 
several  dentists  in  Boston,  his  friends,  with  the  article  in  its  puritv ;  he  does 
not  name  Dr.  Morton  among  the  number,  but  from  the  relations  which  subsisted 
between  them,  from  the  fact  that  Dr.  Morton  was  at  that  time  the  family  dentist 
of  Dr.  Jackson,  as  well  as  his  student  in  medicine,  your  conmiittee  think  the 
statement  of  Dr.  Morton,  in  this  particular,  supported  by  that  of  Dr.  Jackson. 
Add  to  this  the  fact,  well  known  at  the  time  to  college  students,  and  especially 
to  students  of  chemistry  and  medicine,  that  the  vapor  of  sulphuric  ether,  inhaled 
for  a  short  time,  allayed  pain,  and  we  have  the  circumstances  which  would  nat- 
nrally  direct  the  mind  of  the  inquirer  to  that  substance  as  one  whose  inhalation 
would  be  probably  safe,  and  which  would  rendcF  the  patient  insensible  during 
a  short  but  painful  operation.  As  additional  proof  of  the  direction  of  Dr. 
Morton's  studies,  and  that  he  had  the  means  in  his  power  of  knowing  all  that 
was  known  of  this  agent,  then  familiarly  used  as  a  nepenthe,  your  committee 
are  referred  to  a  bill  of  books  purchased  by  Dr.  Morton  of  B.  B.  Mussey,  of 
Boston,  on  the  3d  of  May,  1845.  Among  them  is  Pereria's  Materia  Medica, 
which  contains  the  following  sentence :  **  The  vapor  of  ether  is  inhaled  in 
spasmodic  asthma,  chronic  catarrh,  dyspepsia,  and  whooping  cough,  and  to  relieve 
the  effects  caused  by  the  accidental  inhalation  of  chloric  gas '*  Its  intoxicating  or 
stupifying  effects  were,  as  we  have  already  said,  well  known  to  students  and 
scientific  men. 

This,  taken  in  connexion  with  the  conversation  with  Theodore  Metcalf,  a 
celebrated  chemist  of  Boston,  as  early  as  May,  1846,  just  before  he  sailed  for 
Europe,  in  which  he  gave  Dr.  Morton  all  the  then  current  knowledge  on  the 
subject  of  the  inhalation  of  the  vapor  of  ether,  and,  among  thmgs,  gave  him 
an  account  of  administering  it  to  a  student,  who  hurt  himself  while  under 
its  influence,  and  knew  nothing  of  the  injury  until  it  was  pointed  out  to  him 
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afterwards,  (see  page  13 ;)  and  the  testimony  of  Granville  6.  Hayden  and 
Francis  Whitman,  (pp.  15, 16,)  places  the  fact  of  his  previous  knowledge  beyond 
doubt. 

Your  committee  are  satisfied  from  the  statement  of  Dr.  Morton,  and  from  the 
evidence  by  which  it  is  thus  far  fully  corroborated,  that  prior  to  and  on  the  30th 
of  September,  1846,  he  was  occupied  with  the  conviction  that  an  anaesthetic 
agent  might  be  discovered  which  would  remove  all  insensibility  to  pain  in  pa- 
tients submitted  to  the  operations  of  the  dentist ;  that  sulphuric  ether  was  the 
agent ;  and  that  perfect  success  required  only  foil  assurance  of  its  safety,  ether 
ot  a  good  quality,  and  the  proper  mode  of  administering  it ;  that  he  sought  as- 
surance of  these  by  consulting  books  to  which  he  had  access,  and  learned  men 
from  whom  he  could  obtain  the  current  knowledge  and  experience  of  the  day. 

On  the  30th  of  Sept^nber,  1846,  as  he  declares,  he  called  on  Dr.  Jackson 
with  a  view  of  obtaining  such  information  as  would,  if  possible,  remove  the 
difficulties  which  he  had  encountered,  and,  at  the  same  time,  with  a  determination 
to  conceal  from  him  the  object  of  his  long  and  earnest  pursuit,  lest  his  hint 
should  be  taken  and  he  be  anticipated  in.  his  discovery.  There  were  four  per- 
sons present  at  this  interview,  and  each  gives  an  account  different  from  the  rest 
as  to  what  occurred  at  it.  All,  however,  agree  in  one  particular,  namely, 
that  Dr.  Morton  assumed  total  ignorance  of  sulphuric  ether,  its  nature  and 
qualities,  and  left  the  impression  on  the  minds  of  those  present  that  he  knew 
nothing  of  it.  That  he  did  at  that  time,  in  fact,  know  much  of  sulphuric  ether; 
that  it  had  for  many  months  preceding  been  the  subject  of  his  earnest  thought 
and  sedulous  inquiry ;  that  his  mind  was  so  much  possessed  with  it  that  be 
feared,  in  every  one  with  whom  he  conversed,  a  rival  who  might  anticipate  him 
in  his  discovery  and  developments  of  its  quality,  is  proved  to  the  entire  satis&c- 
tion  of  your  committee.  A  former  committee  of  this  House,  to  whose  able 
rd^rt  we  shall  often  have  occasion  to  refer,  speaking  of  the  disguise  thus  prac- 
ticed by  Dr.  Morton,  says  : 

"  This  does  not  militate  against  the  general  effect  of  the  statement  of  Dr. 
Morton.  He  went,  as  he  says,  to  Dr.  Jackson  to  obtain  cei-tain  information ; 
but  at  the  same  time  anxious  to  conceal  from  him  the  object  of  his  pursuit, 
being  fearfol  lest  Dr.  Jackson  might  anticipate  him  in  bringing  the  discovery  to 

Serfectiou.  We  deal  with  this  matter  as  a  question  of  fact,  not  of  morals,  and 
0  not  decide  whether  Dr.  Morton  might  consistently,  with  the  obligation  which 
truth  imposes,  use  artificial  means  to  conceal  a  mental  conception  which  he  did 
not  wish  to  divulge. 

•*  We  believe,  however,  where  a  person  has  a  right  to  his  secret,  and  is  under 
no  obligations  to  disclose  it,  a  direct  denial  of  that  which  was  the  fact,  for  the 
purpose  of  such  concealment,  has  not  been  visited  with  strong  moral  censure. 
We  would  instance  the  case  of  Walter  Scott  at  the  table  of  George  IV,  who, 
when  toasted  by  his  Majesty  as  the  author  of  Waverly,  declared  lie  was  not 
the  author." 

Your  committee  concur  in  the  opinion  that,  if  any  moral  censure  is  to  be 
visited  upon  Dr.  Morton  for  a  studied  concealment  of  his  possession  of  what  he 
deemed  to  be  a  treasure  above  all  price,  and  for  the  safety  of  which  he  so  much 
feared,  that  censure  must  be  slight  indeed.  His  account  of  the  interview  will 
be  found  in  his  memoir  to  the  Academy  of  Arts  and  Sciences  at  Paris,  set  out 
in  the  report  of  1852. 

Dr.  Jackson,  who  first  publicly  made  claim  to  the  discovery  after  its  immense 
importance  was  established  by  several  safe  and  painless  operations  under  its  in- 
fluence in  the  medical  hospital,  avers  that  he  first  disclosed  to  Dr.  Morton  the 
use  of  the  vapor  of  pure  sulphuric  ether  on  the  30th  of  September;  that  he  then 
communicated  to  him  his  prior  discovery  of  its  ansesthetic  qualities,  and  assured 
him  that  it  would  prevent  all  pain  in  a  surgical  operation,  and  that  it  could  be 
used  with  perfect  safety;  In  short,  that  he.  Dr.  Jackson,  then  employed  Dr. 
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Morton  as  his  agent,  operator,  or  **n«r*c,"  to  administer  this  pain-destroying 
vapor ;  and  that  then,  in  the  presence  of  two  witnesses,  he  distinctly  took  upon 
himself  all  the  responsibility  of  its  administration. 

One  of  the  witnesses  present,  Gkorge  0.  Barnes,  sustains  Dr.  Jackson's  state- 
ment in  two  material  points,  namely,  that  when  he  advised  the  administration 
of  sulphuric  ether,  he  averred  that  it  would  render  the  operation  painless,  and 
that  it  was  safe,  and  he  would  be  responsible  for  its  consequences. 

The  other  witness,  James  Mclntire,  though  evidently  testifying  with  a  strong 
opinion  against  Dr.  Morton,  does  not  support  Dr.  Jackson  on  either  of  these 
important  points.  He  says,  Dr.  Jackson  advised  the  use  of  sulphuric  ether; 
said  it  was  safe,  and  that  it  "  would  make  the  patients  insensible,  and "  the 
operator  **  could  do  what  he  had  a  mind  to  with  them."  But  he  states  no 
assumption  of  responsibility,  and  no  opinion  or  assurance  of  Dr.  Jackson,  that 
the  vapor  of  sulphuric  ether  would  render  the  patient  so  insensible  as  not  to 
perceive  pain.  The  evidence  of  these  witnesses  will  be  more  particularly  con- 
sidered in  another  coanexion.  Suffice  it  for  the  present  to  say  that  your  com- 
mittee are  satisfied  that  Dr.  Jackson  did  not,  on  that  day,  "  expready "  assume 
any  such  responsibility.  They  cannot  credit  it,  for  it  is  proved  by  evidence, 
and  was  admitted  in  the  argument  by  Dr.  Jackson's  counsel  before  the  com- 
mittee of  1849,  that  the  morning  after  the  successful  operation  of  September  30, 
when  the  same  was  reported  to  him,  he  refused  to  certify  in  toriting  for  Dr. 
Morton  that  the  vapor  might  be  inhaled  with  safety.  Dr.  Jackson  could  not, 
as  an  honorable  man,  have  taken  the  responsibility  orally  of  the  exhibition  of  a 
medical  prescription,  claimed  as  his  own,  and  exhibited  by  an  agent  or  operator 
imder  his  instruction;  and  forthwith,  thereafter,  have  refused  to  assume 'the 
Bame  responsibility  in  vniting.  And,  indeed,  it  is  usual  for  physicians  to  give 
their  prescriptions  in  writing,  not  orally.  Nor  do  your  committee  believe  that 
Dr.  Jackson  on  that  occasion  declared  that  the  inhalation  of  the  vapor  of 
Bolphuric  ether,  within  safe  and  proper  limits,  would  render  the  operation  pain- 
less. If  he  had  advanced  such  an  opinion,  it  could  not  have  failea  to  be  noticed 
and  remembered  by  his  student,  Mr.  Mclntire,  for  it  would  have  been  the  first 
notice  to  him  of  a  miracle  in  surgery.  But  Dr.  Jackson's  conversation  with 
Mr.  Caleb  Eddy,  on  the  23d  of  October,  1846,  and  with  the  Hon.  Edward 
Warren,  is,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  conclusive  upon  this  subject.  On 
the  evening  of  that  day  Dr.  Jackson  visited  Mr.  Eddy,  and  gave  an  account  of 
the  conversation  between  him  and  Dr.  Morton,  of  September  30,  which  the  wit- 
ness having  detailed,  savs :  ''  Aftier  Dr.  Jackson  had  related  the  above,  I  said 
to  him,  '  Dr.  Jackson,  did  you  know  at  such  time,  that  after  a  person  had  inhaled 
ether,  and  was  asleep,  his  flesh  could  be  cut  with  a  knife  without  experiencing 
any  pain?'  He  replied,  *No,  nor  Morton  either;  he  is  a  reckless  man  for  using 
it  as  he  has ;  the  chance  is,  he  will  kill  somebody  yet.'  "  And  the  Hon.  E. 
Warren,  in  his  letter,  says :  "  Dr.  Jackson  told  me,  in  substance,  that  the  so- 
called  discovery  was  not  his,  but  that  Dr.  Morton  was  responsible  for  it ;  that 
the  new  use  of  ether  was  dangerous,  and  would,  he  feared,  be  attended  with 
fatal  consequences ;  that  he  (Dr.  Jackson)  was  not  answerable  for  the  residts, 
and  that,  therefore,  he  would  refer  me  to  Dr.  Morton  for  further  information." 

We  cannot  better  express  our  views  as  to  the  interview  of  30th  September, 
and  the  exact  value  of  the  evidence  which  relates  to  it,  than  by  quoting  from 
the  report  of  the  former  committee  of  this  House,  to  which  we  have  alreadv  re- 
ferred. After  a  close  and  careful  examination  of  the  statements,  and  evidence 
in  reference  to  this  interview,  they  sav : 

"  The  evidence,  then,  amounts  to  this :  Dr.  Morton  came  into  Dr.  Jackson's 
office,  having  in  his  hand  a  gas  bag,  with  which  he  proposed  to  operate  on  the 
imagination  of  a  refractory  patient  by  administering  to  her  atmospheric  air. 
Dr.  Jackson  ridiculed  the  idea.  Nitrous  oxide  was  spoken  of;  Dr.  Jackson 
objected  to  that,  saying  to  Dr.  Morton  that  if  he  attempted  to  make  it,  it  would 
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become  nitric  oxide.  He  then  suggested  sulphuric  ether,  and  said  it  woild 
make  the  patient  insensible,  and  Morton  could  do  what  he  pleased  with  her. 
This  conversation,  it  will  be  noted,  all  took  place  about  a  r^fractorj  patieat; 
the  object  considered  was  the  mode  of  bringing  a  nervous  patient  to  a  conditkn 
in  which  she  could  be  operated  upon,  not  in  which  she  would  ftel  no  pain  from 
the  operation.  Mr.  Mclntire  says  not  one  word  about  pain  or  its  absence  in  the 
operation,  but  that  the  operator  could  do  what  he  pleased  with  the  patient  under 
tne  influence  of  sulphuric  ether.  If  this  conclusion  be  correct,  the  infomiatioQ 
given  by  Dr.  Jackson  to  Dr.  Morton  was  no  more  than  the  current  knowledge 
of  the  age — no  more  than  he  would  have  been  told  by  any  scientific  man,  or 
than  he  would  have  read  in  books  which  treat  of  cbemistry  and  medicine;  and 
if  it  differed  in  anything  from  the  general  opinion  of  scientific  men,  it  waa  in 
a  stronger  than  ordinary  assurance  that  the  vapor  was  not  injurious  to  healtL" 
The  first  public  appearance  of  Dr.  Jackson  at  the  hospital  during  the  per- 
formance of  an  operation  under  the  influence  of  the  newly-discovered  anaesthetic 
agent  is  shown  in  the  following  extract  from  a  letter  of  Dr.  S.  D.  Townsend, 
one  of  the  surgeons  of  the  hospital,  dated  January  29,  1852  : 

"Dr.  Jackson  presented  himself  for  the  first  time  on  the  2d  of  January,  1847, 
and  brought  with  him  a  bag  of  oxygen  gas  as  an  antidote  to  asphyxia.  I  have 
had  this  date  always  fixed  in  my  mind  by  the  fact  that  I  performed  an  ampnta- 
tion  on  that  day  under  the  influence  of  ether,  and  this  is  also  confirmed  by  the 
records  of  the  hospital  "  • 

Dr.  Jackson,  in  a  letter  addressed  by  him  to  Baron  Yon  Hmnboldt,  dated 
November  22,  1851,  a  copy  of  which  he  filed  with  this  committee  (1852)  in 
support  of  his  claim  to  the  discovery,  after  giving  an  account  of  the  habitual  izae 
of  the  vapor  of  sulphuric  ether  for  the  purposes  and  in  the  manner  which  we 
have  shown  to  have  been  familiar  with  the  medical  faculty  since  about  the  year 
1795,  states  the  facts,  and  details  the  circumstances  which  he  alleges  to  have 
attended  its  inhalation  by  himself  in  the  winter  of  1841~'42,  and  gives  at  length 
what  he  says  were  his  deductions  from  the  phenomena  consequent  on  that  in- 
halation.   He  says : 

"  The  circumstances  were  as  follows  :  In  the  winter  of  1841— '42  I  was  em- 
ployed to  give  a  few  lectures  before  the  Mechanics'  Charitable  Association  in 
Boston,  and  in  my  last  lecture,  which  I  think  was  in  the  month  of  Febniaiy»  I 
had  occasion  to  show  a  number  of  experiments  in  illustration  of  the  theory  of 
volcanic  eruptions,  and  for  my  experiments  I  prepared  a  large  quantity  of  chloxine 
gas,  collecting  it  in  gallon  glass  jars  over  boiling  water.  Just  as  one  of  Uieae 
large  jars  was  filled  with  pure  chlorine  it  overturned  and  broke,  and  in  my  a- 

o  Thia  waa  after  the  etbe:  was  ehown  by  a  number  of  experiments  to  be  entirely  safe,  and 
that  no  antidote  other  than  atmospheric  air  was  necessary.  Dr.  Townsend,  tesUfying  i& 
1863, says : 

*'llie  first  time  1  ever  saw  Dr.  Jackson  at  the  hospital  at  an  operation,  after  the  intio- 
doction  of  the  use  of  ether  there,  was  the  second  of  January,  1847 .  On  thai  day  I  tD- 
putated  the  leg  of  a  female.  Dr.  Jackson  then  appeared  in  the  opt-ratiog  room  with  a  bif 
containing  oxygen  gas  under  his  arm.  He  stated  to  me  there  that  we  should  always  hafi 
oxygen  gas  prepared  and  ready  in  case  of  accident  in  the  employment  of  ether,  and  be  feared 
that  some  accident  would  take  place  in  the  me  of  it.  I  am  positive  as  to  this  day  and  thii 
oocurrence  from  examining  the  records  of  the  hospital,  and  from  my  own  private  record  of 
operations. 

'*  17th.  Was  or  not  this  interview  t.f  January  2,  1847,  the  first  time  you  had  seen  bin 
in  connexion  with  the  use  of  ether  f 

**  Answer.  Yes,  it  was  ;  and  I  had  been  present  at  all  the  operations  from  the  commesce* 
ment  to  that  time. 

'*  18th.   What  was  done  with  the  oxygen  f    Of  what  use  was  it ? 

'*  Answer.  No  use  was  made  of  it.  I  never  knew  it  to  be  used.  It  would  supply  tlist 
portion  of  tlie  atmospheric  air  which  is  wanting  in  cases  of  asphyxia,  still  I  never  kne«  H 
to  be  used." 
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leavors  to  save  the  vessel  I  accidentally  got  my  lungs  full  of  chlorine  gas,  which 
learly  suffocated  me,  so  that  my  life  was  in  imminent  danger.  I  immediately 
lad  ether  and  ammonia  brought  to  me,  and  alternately  inhaled  them  with  great 
•elief.  The  next  morning  my  throat  was  severely  inflamed  and  very  painM, 
md  I  perceived  a  distinct  flavor  of  chlorine  in  my  breath  and  my  lungs  were 
itill  much  oppressed.  I  determined,  therefore,  to  make  a  thorough  trial  of  the 
tther  vapor,  and  for  that  purpose  went  into  my  laboratory,  which  adjoins  my 
louse  in  Somerset  street,  and  made  the  experiment  from  which  the  discovery  of 
maesthesia  was  induced.  I  had  a  large  supply  of  perfectly  pure  washed  sul- 
phuric ether,  which  was  prepared  in  the  laboratory  of  my  friend  Mr.  John  H. 
Blake,  of  Boston.  I  took  a  bottle  of  that  ether  and  a  folded  towel,  and  seating 
nyself  in  a  rocking  chair,  and  placing  my  feet  in  another  chair,  so  as  to  secure 
i  fixed  position,  I  reclined  backward  in  the  one  in  which  I  was  seated. 
Soaking  the  towel  in  the  ether,  I  placed  it  over  my  nose  and  mouth,  so  as 
X)  inhale  the  ether  mixed  with  the  air,  and  began  to  inhale  the  vapor  deeply 
nto  my  lungs.  At  first  the  ether  made  me  cough,  but  soon  that  irrita- 
bility ceased,  and  I  noticed  a  sense  of  coolness,  followed  by  warmth,  fuU- 
less  of  the  head  and  chest,  with  giddiness  and  exhilaration ;  numbness  of  the 
Teet  and  legs  followed,  a  swimming  or  floating  sensation,  as  if  afloat  in  the 
lir.  This  was  accompanied  with  entire  loss  of  feeling,  even  of  contact  with  my 
:hair  in  which  1  was  seated.  I  noticed  that  all  pain  had  ceased  in  my  throat, 
md  the  sensations  which  I  had  were  of  the  most  agreeable  kind.  Much  pleased 
uid  excited,  I  continued  the  inhalation  of  the  ether  vapor  and  soon  fell  into  a 
Ireamy  state,  and  then  became  unconscious  of  all  surrounding  things.  I  know 
QOt  how  long  I  remained  in  that  state,  but  suppose  that  it  could  not  be  less  than 
El  quarter  of  an  hour,  judging  from  the  degree  of  dryness  of  the  cloth  which,  dur- 
mg  the  state  of  unconsciousness,  had  fallen  from  my  mouth  and  nose  and  lay 
apon  my  breast.  As  I  became  conscious  I  observed  still  there  was  no  feeling  of 
pain  in  my  throat,  and  my  limbs  were  still  deeply  benumbed,  as  if  the  nerves  of 
sensation  were  paralyzed.  A  strange  thrilling  now  beean  to  be  felt  along  the 
spine,  but  it  was  not  in  any  wav  disagreeable.  Little  by  little  sensation  began 
to  manifest  itself,  first  in  the  throat  and  body,  and  gradually  extended  to  the 
extremities,  but  it  was  some  time  before  full  sensation  returned,  and  my  throat 
became  really  painful. 

"  Reflecting  upon  these  phenomena,  the  idea  flashed  into  my  mind  that  I  had 
Enade  the  discovery  I  had  for  so  long  a  time  been  in  quest  of — a  means  of  ren- 
iering  the  nerves  of  sensation  temporarily  insensible  to  pain,  so  as  to  admit  of 
ihe  performance  of  a  surgical  operation  on  an  individual  without  his  suffering 
pain  therefrom.  That  I  did  draw  this  inference,  and  did  fully  declare  my  un- 
][aalified  belief  in  both  the  safety  and  efficiency  of  the  method  of  destroying  all 
sensation  of  pain  in  the  human  body  during  the  most  severe  surgical  operations, 
no  one  doubts,  and  it  is  fully  proved  by  abundant  legal  evidence  which  nas  never 
been  impeached  or  doubted  in  any  quarter. 

"I  beg  leave  to  refer  you  a^ain  to  the  evidence  of  Dr.  William  F.  Ghanning, 
El  man  of  science,  fellow  of  the  American  Academy  of  Arts  and  Sciences,  son 
of  the  late  Dr.  William  E.  Ghanning,  our  most  eminent  divine;  to  the  testimony 
of  Dr.  S.  A.  Bemis,  one  of  the  most  eminent  dentists;  to  the  letter  of  John  H. 
Blake,  a  distinguished  chemist;  and  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Henry  D.  Fowle, 
one  of  the  best  and  most  faithfid  apothecaries  of  Boston,  (and  to  the  letters  of 
Dr.  George  T.  Dexter,  of  New  York,  and  of  D.  Jay  Browne,  of  New  York,  ob- 
tained since  this  paper  was  written.)  Their  evidence,  with  that  of  my  worthy 
Briend  and  former  pupil,  Mr.  Joseph  Peabody,  eleve  ingenium  d  Vecole  des  mines 
Bit  Paris,  prove  that  1  had  made  this  discovery,  and  long  before  any  other  person 
had  cven^  tried  a  single  experiment  of  the  kind. — (See,  also,  the  new  and  very 
important  evidence  of  Dr.  George  T.  Dexter,  of  New  York,  and  that  of  Mr.  D. 
J.  JBrowne.) 
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from  external  cauBes  of  injury,  and  that  there  is  no  feeling  in  the  internal  p 
of  our  bodies.  I  knew,  also,  that  when  the  knife  is  applied  in  surgical  ope 
that  there  is  little  sense  of  pain  in  any  parts  beneath  the  skin.  This  n 
surgical  experience,  as  well  as  that  of  others,  had  long  ago  demonstrate 
the  philosophy  of  these  physiological  facts  was  made  known  to  the  n 
world,  in  England  and  in  this  country,  by  the  researches  of  Sir  Charle 
of  England  and  was  fully  proved  by  all  the  eminent  anatomists  and  physiol 
of  Europe.  Now,  I  had  observed,  1st,  that  the  nerves  of  senisation  in  n 
body  were  rendered  insensible  to  pain  for  some  time  before  nnconciousnei 
place. 

"  2d.  That  all  pain  had  ceased  in  a  suffering  parf  of  my  body  duri 
stages  of  etherization  precedingand  following  the  unconscious  state. 

"3d.  That  this  state  of  insensibility  of  the  nerves  of  sensation  contini 
a  sufficient  length  of  time  to  admit  of  most  surreal  operations,  and  I  had 
to  believe  that  during  the  unconscious  period  the  degree  of  insensibilty  w 
greater,  so  that  it  would  be  impossible  that  any  pain  could  be  felt  in  a  ei 
operation. 

"4.  That  the  nerves  of  motion  and  of  the  involuntary  frmctions  of  resp 
and  circulation  were  in  nowise  affected,  the  frinctions  of  life  going  on  as 
while  the  nerves  of  sensation  were  rendered  devoid  of  feeling,  and  th 
could  suffer  no  pain.  By  long  experience  in  the  trial  of  ether  vapor  ii 
modic  asthma,  and  from  numerous  carefrilly-conducted  physiological 
ments,  I  had  learned  that  the  vapor  of  ether  could  be  safely  inhaled  i 
lungs  to  an  extent  before  believed  to  be  highly  dangerous. — (Wood  and] 
Dispensatory ;  Beck's  Medical  Jurisprudence.)  That  I  did  first  discos 
the  nerves  of  seusation  could  be  and  *  were  paralyzed  to  all  sensation  t€ 
rily  and  safely  by  the  inhalation  of  ether  vapor  is  admitted  by  all  scienti 
who  have  examined  the  evidence.  That  I  did  first  prescribe  its  adminii 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  all  sensation  of  pain  in  surgical  operatioi 
the  guarantee,  on  my  medical  and  scientific  responsibility,  of  its  entire  si 
my  directions  were  strictly  obeyed,  and  did  thus  introduce  the  use  of  p 
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fche  hospital,  that  the  patient  was  wholly  insensible  to  pain  when  under  the 
L-wence  of  ether;  but  no  scientific  physiologist  or  physician  can  possibly 
;.«rtain  a  doubt  of  the  suflSciency  of  my  evidence  that  the  body  could  feel  no 
L :»  when  the  nerves  of  sensation  were  rendered  insensible.  Again,  it  is  claimed 
my  opponents,  that  inducing  an  ignorant  dentist,  a  a  man  of  no  medical 
CDwledge,  to  perform  the  mere  mechanical  operations,  under  my  advice  and  upon 
■^  medical  responsibility,  expressly  assumed  before  witnesses,  that  I  made  him  a 

j)artner  or  joint  discoverer,  and  that  he  made  the  first  application  of  my  dis- 
^^ery.  Now,  I  respectfully  dissent  from  this  opinion,  and,  in  my  dissent,  I  am 
%  tained  by  the  highest  scientific,  medical  and  legal  authorities  of  this  country, 
3  by  the  most  eminent  men  of  science  of  Europe,  who  have  considered  this 
nation.  I  claim  that  I  not  only  discovered  the  principle,  but  also  by  my 
cTice  and  prescription,  as  above  stated,  made  the  application  in  the  highest 
mse  of  the  term." 

"^Tour  committee  will  attempt  to  determine  the  weight  which  ought  to  be  given 

this  statement;  first,  by  collating  it  with  other  facts  in  the  case,  of  which 

^y  can  have  no  doubt ;  second,  by  comparing  it  with  other  written  statements 

the  same  incident,  made  by  Dr.  Jackson  fahnself,  of  an  earlier  date ;  third, 

considering  its  inherent  probability  when  viewed  in  connexion  with  Dr. 

^«kson's  own  well-established  acts  and  omissions ;  and  lastly,  the  extent  to 

mich  it  is  supported  or  assailed  by  extrinsic  evidence. 

—A.  portion  of  this  statement  of  Dr.  Jackson  struck  your  committee  with  some 
■rprise;  that,  namely,  in  which  he  says:  "That  Ididjirstprescrihe  its  admin- 
•saration  for  the  jmrpose  of  preventiyig  all  sensation  rf  pain  in  surgical  opera- 
►■SM,  with  the  guarantee,  on  my  medical  and  scientijic  respofisibility,  of  its 
^ire  safety f  if  my  instructions  were  stricty  obeyed,  and  did  then  introduce  the 
^  of  pure  sulphuric  ether  vapor,  mixed  with  air,  into  surgical  practice,  is  fully 
<0>ved  by  abundant  testimony;  and  this  is  admitted  by  all  persons  who  have 
cammed  the  evidence  that  1  have  caused  to  be  printed.  The  only  point  cou- 
nted by  my  opponents  is  that,  in  their  opinion,  I  had  not  sufficient  reason  for 
^nvring  the  inference  that  I  did,  as  they  admit,  draw  from  my  data,  and  that 
^onld  not  have  '  known '  the  fiill  extent  of  the  insensibility  to  pain  of  a  surgi- 
-1  operation,  and  that  this  remained  to  be  verified  by  actual  trial.'' 

This  is,  within  the  knowledge  of  your  committee,  a  wide  departure  from  the 
ttual  state  of  fact  touching  the  controversy.  It  is  known  to  us  by  numerous 
^cuments,  printed  and  written,  that  the  positions  which  Dr.  Jackson  thus  avers 
'  have  been  universally  conceded  to  him,  are  the  very  positions  which  have 
3en  most  constantly  and  strongly  contested  since  he  first  claimed  for  himself  the 
lerits  of  the  discovery.  It  appears,  too,  that  neither  of  these  points  was  con- 
jded  to  him,  but  both  adjudged  against  him  by  the  Massachusetts  general 
capital  in  their  report  of  January,  1848,  and  most  distinctly  and  emphatically 
>  by  the  report  of  the  committee  of  this  house  of  February  24,  1849. 

The  hospital  report  notices  this  subject  as  follows : 

"Down  to  September  30,  1846,  Dr.  Jackson  had  discovered  nothing  that 
id  not  been  known  and  in  print  in  London  for  some  years.  It  was  known 
lat  ether  would  produce  insensibility;  that  such  insensibility,  though  some- 
mes  fatal,  was  sometimes  safe ;  and  that  one  of  the  properties  of  ether  was  its 
rwer  to  obviate  the  ill  effects  of  an  inhalation  of  chlorine  gas.     The  discovery 

the  safety  and  efficacy  of  the  inhalation  of  ether  in  surgical  operations  had 
>t  yet  been  made;  the  only  experiments  which  Dr.  Jackson  nad  tried,  or 
»afied  to  be  tried,  being  those  already  prescribed  by  the  text-books.  Dr. 
ickson  had  for  some  time  entertained  a  strong  impression  that  it  could  be 
ied  with  safety  and  effect  during  the  operation  of  the  dentist — a  conjecture 
bich  a  hundred  other  persons  may  have  made  without  discovering  the  fact ; 
id  incidentally  on  more  than  one  occasion  he  had  advised  its  use  for  that 
SI88  of  operations,  but  had  been  unable  to  persuade  any  one  to  use  it,  not  even 


Forthwith  acted  upon  it.  That  he  proceeded  to  inhale  it  himself  rest^ 
on  his  own  assertion.  The  committee  have  no  doubt  of  its  truth, 
tainly  administered  it  to  a  patient.  By  so  doing  he  mad^  this  discot 
learning  this  result  Dr.  Jackson  very  naturally  suggested  to  Dr.  Mo 
he  had  better  get  the  ether  tried  by  the  surgeons  of  the  hospital,  whi 
ness  of  Dr.  Morton^s,  howevej|  alleges  that  he  had  previously  determu 
But  all  the  subsequent  steps  were  taken  by  Dr.  Morton  himself,  wil 
slightest  sympathy  or  co-operation  on  the  part  of  Dr.  Jackson,  yk 
alleged  fear  of  his  recklessness,  withheld  from  him  all  countenance  an 
agement.  In  view  of  these  facts  the  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the 
claims  advanced  by  Dr.  Jackson,  though  now  very  extensively  recoj 
foreign  countries,  are  unfounded,  being  unwarranted  alike  by  his  act 
his  omissions,  and  that  they  involve  great  injustice  towards  Dr.  Mor 
their  names  will  be  forever  jointly,  though  not  equally,  associated  ii 
covery — ^Dr.  Jackson  being  entitled  to  the  credit  of  having  rendered 
the  existing  knowledge  upon  the  subject  of  ether,  which  Dr.  Morton  w 
though  not  avowedly,  seeking  to  obtain,  and  Dr.  Morton  having  firs 
strated  its  safety  ana  efficacy  in  the  prevention  of  pain  during  surgic 
tions ;  and  that  Dr.  Morton,  by  consenting  to  permit  Dr.  Jackson's  m 
united  with  his  in  the  patent,  with  the  right  to  receive  one-tenth  p 
profits,  has  shown  himself  disposed,  fairly  and  honorably,  to  recoj 
amount  of  his  indebtedness  to  Dr.  Jackson's  advice.'* 

In  the  report  of  the  committee  of  the  House,  in  February,  1849,  wh 
questions  are  carefully  examined,  the  conclusion  is  against  the  claim  o 
Jackson  on  both  these  points ;  they  say : 

'<  It  is,  however,  contended  by  Doctor  Jackson,  that  in  the  adminis 
ether  to  his  patient  on  the  30th  September,  and  in  the  subsequent  exh 
it  in  the  hospital.  Doctor  Morton  acted  as  his  agent,  merely ;  that  h 
fact,  the  experimenter  as  well  as  the  discoverer,  and  the  merit  of  succc 
responsibility  of  failure  rested  on  him.  This  position  your  conmiittee 
proceed  to  examine. 

"  This  claim  is  not  supported  by  the  evidence  which  has  been  thui 
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lie  true  relation  which  they  then  bore  to  each  other,  and  each  of  them  to 
Llyect  matter  in  controversy. 

octor  Jackson  claims  that  he  had  long  had  in  his  mind  a  conviction  that 
^por  of  sulphuric  ether  could  be  inhaled  without  danger  or  injury  to  the 
fct,  and  that  under  its  influence  surgical  operations  could  be  performed  with- 
ain.     All  admit  him  to  be  a  man  of  science,  fully  aware  of  the  mighty 

of  such  a  discovery,  and  not  at  all  indifferent  to  his  own  reputation  in  the 
.ific  world.  In  this  state  of  things  we  cannot  conceive  it  possible  that  he 
have  remained  inactive  for  years,  waiting  till  chance  should  send  him 
one  to  bring  out  his  great  discovery,  instead  of  proceeding  himself  by 
;  experiment.  It  is  not  at  all  disputed  that  Doctor  Morton  went  to  Doctor 
son's  shop  that  day  uninvited ;  that  his  oton  wants  and  not  Doctor  Jack- 
wishes  and  purposes  led  to  the  conversation  ;  that  there  was  nothing  of  an 
iaily  confidential  nature  between  them ;  that  what  Doctor  Jackson  said  to 
le  said  in  his  usual  manner  of  public  conversation,  and  not  like  a  man  who 
;ngaging  another  to  bring  out  a  most  important  discovery  to  the  world. 
^ut  take  Doctor  Morton  to  be  just  what  Doctor  Jackson  and  his  two  wit- 
8  represent  him  to  have  been  at  the  time  of  that  conversation,  was  he  the 
whom  Doctor  Jackson  would  have  trusted  to  represent  him  in  a  matter  so 
y  involving  his  character  and  his  fame  ?  Say  it  is  Jackson's  discovery, 
xperiraent  is  his,  he  is  responsible  for  the  consequences.  If  it  succeed,  he 
aade  the  noblest  contribution  to  surgical  science  which  the  century  has 
;88ed  ;  if  it  fail,  the  consequences  might  be  most  disastrous.  Whom  does 
ilect  to  carry  out  this,  the  most  important  conception  of  his  life  or  of  the 

Let  his  two  witnesses  answer, 
^.ccording  to  them,  a  man  profoundly  ignorant  of  the  powerftd  medicinal 
t  which  he  was  directed  to  employ— one  who  did  not  know  what  kind  of 
f '  sulphuric  ether  was,  and  who  wished  to  see  it  in  order  thus  to  test  its 
ities,  is  selected  by  one  of  the  first  scientific  men  of  the  age  to  conduct  a 
ate  and  dangerous  experiment  with  this  same  sulphuric  ether,  on  the  success 
hich  even  more  than  reputation  depended.  If  Doctor  Jackson  had  dwelt 
I  the  subject,  conceived  the  discovery  in  his  own  mind,  considered  it  with  a 

of  making  it  known  to  the  world  and  useful  to  mankind,  he  knew  that 
b  depended  on  the  first  public  exhibition ;  and  he  also  knew  that  it  required 
ice,  prudence,  and  skill,  to  render  the  experiment  successful,  and  prevent 
ecoming  disastrous.  Sulphuric  ether  would  produce  insensibility  to  pain ; 
title  of  it  would  make  the  experiment  ineffectual,  and  bring  the  operator  and 
lostrum  into  ridicule ;  too  much,  or  the  proper  quantity  unskilfully  adminis- 
I,  would  produce  asphyxia,  probably  death.     Under  these  circumstadces, 

can  your  committee  believe  that  Doctor  Jackson  would  have  trusted  such 
in  as  his  witnesses  represents  Doctor  Morton  to  be  with  his  first  experiment 
a  his  great  discovery  ?  Would  it  not  have  been  inexcusable  in  him  to  have 
3  so  ?  Would  it  not  have  shown  a  recklessness  of  his  own  fame  and  the 
I  of  his  fellow-men  ? 

Such  a  conclusion,  your  conmiittee  are  satisfied,  cannot  be  imputed  to  him 
I  justice.  Had  Doctor  Jackson  made  the  discovery  and  felt  that  it  was  his, 
lould  not  have  failed  to  be  at  once  aware  of  its  vast  importance,  and  the 
Id-wide  reputation  it  would  give  him,  and  he  would  not  have  trusted  it  for  a 
aent  in  the  hands  of  a  man  less  skillful  and  scientific  than  himself?  Indeed, 
Id  he  have  intrusted  it  with  any  one  ?  but  would  he  not  have  himself  seen 
;  it  was  administered  in  a  proper  manner,  and  under  proper  conditions  to 
:e  it  safe  and  effectual?  Would  he  not  have  stood  by  and  watched  the 
:ing  pulse  of  his  first  subject,  until  insensibility  was  complete,  and  have  been 
fal  to  withdraw  it  when  he  saw  it  was  likely  to  endanger  life,  and  have  done 
that  science  and  skill  could  do  to  avoid  a  failure  or  a  catastrophe  ?  But 
B  was  nothing  of  this.     Having  given  the  information  which  he  did  give  in 


gave  himself  no  concern,  and  at  which  he  was  not  present.  The  commi' 
that  his  conduct  during  this  time  was  wholly  inconsistent  with  the  fact 
recognized  the  discovery  as  his  own  and  that  these  were  his  experiment 

"  It  is  urged  as  a  reason  for  his  ahsence  at  the  first  operation  in  t 
pital  that  Dr.  Morton  did  not  inform  him  at  what  time  it  was  to  take  pki 
to  this,  there  is  no  proof  that  he  did  or  did  not  inform  him ;  but  surely,  1 
Jackson  felt  the  solicitude  which  the  discoverer  would  naturally  feel,  h 
have  informed  himself,  and  his  daily  associations  naturally  led  him 
knowledge.  On  the  other  hand,  after  the  successful  operation  of  the 
September,  and  after  Dr.  Morton  had  seen  his  patient,  and  ascertained 
had  sufiPered  no  injury  from  the  ether,  elated  with  his  success,  he  consul 
Hayden  as  to  the  mode  of  bringing  out  the  discovery,  and  suggested 
that  he  would  introduce  it  into  the  hospital.  A  few  days  afterwards  be  t 
Hayden  that  Dr.  Jackson  would  not  countenance  the  discovery,  and  ag 
he  would  go  to  Dr.  Warren  and  endeavor  to  have  it  introduced  into  t 
pital.  The  fact  that  Dr.  Jackson  refused  to  give  Dr.  Morton  a  certific 
ether  was  harmless  in  its  effects,  or  might  be  used  with  safety,  is  admi 
Dr.  Jackson  in  his  defence  by  tho  Messrs.  Lord ;  but  they  say  it  proves 
but  Dr.  Jackson's  '  unwillingness  to  figure  in  Dr.  Morton's  advertisemei 
his  prudence  in  refusing  to  make  himself  responsible  for  anything  and 
thing  Morton,  in  his  ignorance,  might  do  with  an  agent  liable  to  the  mo 
gerous  abuse.** 

"  This  witness,  Barnes,  says  that  on  the  30th  of  September,  Dr.  Jack 

o  If  Dr.  Morton  was  all  this  time  proceeding  at  his  own  suggtsstion,  and  on  hii 
Bponsibjlity  merely,  Dr.  Jackson  had  a  right  to  give  or  refuse  his  certificate  of  tl 
of  the  ether,  according  to  his  opinion  of  its  merits  ;  bat  if  he  prescribed  it  and  e: 
Dr.  Morton  to  administer  his  prescription,  and  if  under  his  direction  Dr.  Morton 
minister  it  in  a  case  of  dentistry  ;  if  on  this  being  reported  to  Dr.  JacksoD.  he  dire 
Morton  to  have  it  tested  in  a  case  in  the  medical  hospital,  and  when  asked  for 
eertifieate  be  refused  it,  he  cannot  be  visited  vdth  too  harsh  a  censure  Accordins 
Msumption,  he  sent  an  ignorant  and  rash  operator  to  the  hospital  to  impose  upon 
ultv      He  sent  him  armed  with  a  nostrum  which  he  would  not  sav  in  tpritina  was ; 
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^  jred  Dr.  Morton  to  use  this  new  agent.     He  assured  him  it  would  *  not  do  the 

c-^<  injury.*     He  *  urged  the  matter  very  earnestly,  expressly  taking  on  himself 

the  responsibility  ;*  and  it  was  on  the  first  of  October,  the  morning  after  the 

z^^ess/ul  experiment,  that  Dr.  Jackson  refused  to  give  a  certificate  *  that  ether 

i>-»  harmless  in  its  effects,*  and  yet,  on  the  same  day,  the  witness,  Barnes,  says, 

being  advised  by  Dr.  Morton  of  the  success  of  the  operation,  Dr.  Jackson 

L  ^  to  him :  *  You  must  go  to  Dr.  Warren  and  get  his  permission  to  administer 

Ln  the  Massachusetts  general  hospital,  and,  if  possible,  it  should  be  on  a  cap- 

-1  operation.'     And  he  goes  on  to  say  that  Morton  strongly  objected  at  first 

■.ng  to  the  hospital;  that  everybody  would  smell  the  ether,  and  it  would  not 

kept  secret ;  but  that  after  learning  something  to  disguise  the  odor  he  agreed 

^pply  to  the  hospital. 

"**  We  have  already  adverted  to  the  fact  that  Dr.  Morton,  the  very  evening 
z^^T  the  successful  operation,  suggested  to  Dr.  Hayden  that  he  would  go  to  the 
sBpital  and  get  permission  to  try  the  ether  there ;  that  he  went  the  next  mom- 
a:  to  Dr.  Jackson,  and  returned,  saying  Dr.  Jackson  would  not  give  his  coun- 
r^ance  to  the  discovery ;  and  it  is  admitted  that  Dr.  Jackson  refused  him  the 
t-tificate  he  wished  for,  and  one  of  the  reasons  given  is  that  he  did  not  think 
mm  fit  to  be  trusted.  Is  it,  then,  probable  that  he  urged  him  to  go  to  the  hos- 
t-al  and  there  bring  out  his  (Dr.  Jackson's)  great  discovery  ]  But  James 
Kzlntire  was  also  present  on  the  1st  of  October,  when  Dr.  Morton  returned  and 

^sed  Dr.  Jackson  of  the  entire  success  of  the  experiment,  and  he  says  not  a 
i^rd  of  Dr.  Jackson  proposing  to  Dr.  Morton  to  try  an  experiment  in  the  hos- 
fcal.  Your  committee  has  already  remarked  in  several  other  points  of  differ- 
^^e  in  the  testimony  of  these  two  witnesses,  and  in  each  case,  as  in  this,  they 
L  t  themselves  constrained  by  the  testimony  of  other  witnesses,  and  by  the  in- 
-:Tent  character  of  the  evidence,  to  rely  on  the  accuracy  of  Mclntyre  rather 
sin  of  Mr.  Barnes,  where  these  discrepancies  occur. 

"  Another  difficulty  in  sustaining  the  position  assumed  by  Dr.  Jackson  forci- 
3-  impresses  itself  upon  your  committee.  According  to  this,  on  the  10th  of 
^ptember.  Dr.  Jackson  intrusted  Dr.  Morton  with  his  discovery,  and  not  only 
^jffered  him,  but  'earnestly  urged'  him  to  use  it,  assuring  him  it  was  perfectly 
:^e.  Dr.  Morton  tried  it  on  the  same  evening ;  his  success  was  complete ;  he 
""•^ught  to  Dr.  Jackson  the  next  morning  conclusive  evidence  of  all  this,  and 
V.  Jackson  refused  him  a  certificate  because  he  would  not  'make  himself  re- 
"Onsible  for  anything  and  everything  Morton  in  his  ignorance  might  do  with 
i-  agent  liable  to  the  most  dangerous  abuse,'  while  nothing  is  shown  to  shake 
V.  Jackson's  confidence  in  Dr.  Morton  since  the  previous  day,  or  at  all  to  change 
B  opinion  of  him,  except  the  triumphant  success  of  the  operation  which  he  re- 
►rted  and  proved.     On  the  16th  of  October  the  first  operation  was  performed 

the  hospital,  at  which,  as  we  have  already  shown,  Dr.  Jackson  did  not  at- 
i=^d,  and  at  which  his  name  was  not  known.  The  second  operation  at  the  hos- 
^1  took  place  on  the  17th,  Dr.  Jackson  taking  no  part  in  it  by  his  presence  or 
'  comisei.  Both  operations  were  entirely  successful,  and  both  conducted  on 
s  part  of  Dr.  Morton  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  surgeons  of  the  hospital. 
It  at  this  time  Dr.  Jackson's  confidence  in  Dr.  Morton,  if  he  ever  did  confide  in 
^»  IB  wholly  gone.  He  denies,  in  the  conversation  with  his  neighbor  and  friend, 
•l^b  Eddy,  that  under  the  influence  of  ether  the  flesh  of  a  patient  can  be  cut 
^hout  pain ;  says  Morton  '  is  a  reckless  man  for  using  it  as  he  has ;  the  chance 
tliat  he  will  kill  somebody  yet ;'  and  in  the  interval  between  the  30th  of  Sep- 
ciber  and  about  the  23d  of  October,  he  declared  that  he  did  not  care  what 
^I'ton  did  with  it,  or  how  much  Morton  advertised,  if  his  own  name  was  not 
^"Wn  in  with  it. 
**  It  would  seem  that  as  Dr.  Morton  acquired  eclat  by  his  constant  success,  as 

continually  and  rapidly  rose  in  the  estimation  of  other  scientific  men,  he  has 
^tinually  and  as  rapidly  sunk  in  the  estimation  of  Dr.  Jackson.     The  evidence 
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of  Francis  Whitman,  Mr.  Caleb  Eddy,  and  Hon.  Edward  Warren,  show  thai, 
prior  and  up  to  the  23d  of  October,  Dr.  Jackson  spoke  doubtingly  of  the  effect 
of  ether,  and  condemned  its  use ;  and  there  is  no  proof  whatever  that,  within 
that  time,  he  lent  the  slightest  countenance  to  Dr.  Morton  to  sustain  the  dis- 
covery, and  all  his  remarks,  except  those  stated  by  Mr.  Hitclicock  to  have  beea 
made  to  him  on  the  2d  and  3d  of  October,  tend  to  create  distruBt  and  destroy 
confidence  both  in  the  operator  and  the  ageut  used.*     His  favorable  mention  d 

o  HiR  oonversation  with  Dr.  Qould  about  the  same  time  is  to  the  eame  effect.  Dr.  Goiil4 
Hays : 

6th.  Please  to  state  your  fir^t  cooversation  with  Dr  C  T.  Jackson  respecting  the  <ii« 
covery  of  ether  as  an  aoiesthetic  aprent,  how  it  arose,  and  the  circumstaooes  relating  thereto- 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  what  led  to  the  conrersatioo,  and  an  indistinct  rec  I- 
lection  of  precisely  what  was  said.  I  alluded  to  the  dental  operations  performed  bj  Ik. 
Morton  under  the  influence  of  ether  It  was  probably  three  days  after  the  first  dentftl 
operation  he  said  "  yes,  I  told  him.  It  is  s'ulphurine  ether."  I  can't  recoHect  aoythiiiE 
definite.  I  recollect  various  things  which  were  said,  but  I  can't  say  whether  they  oocorred 
at  that  interview  or  not,.  In  substance  he  said,  ''WtU,  Ut  him  go  on  with  it ;  I  don't  can  wki 
hi  doet  with  it,  if  he  dom^t  bring  my  name  in  with  ft"  I  bad  but  little  conversation  with  himil 
that  time,  cu  J  thought  he  tremed  to  diadaim  having  anything  to  do  with  t(,  furiktr  than  hamng  mm- 
tioned  that  article  to  Dr.  Morton, 

7th.  At  the  time  he  said  this- had  there  been  any  surgical  operation  performed  uodertke 
effect  of  ether  at  the  hospital  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

The  conversation  of  Dr.  Jacltson  with  Peleg  W.  Chandler,  esq.,  although  somewhat Ioqm 
and  indefinite,  carries  with  it  conviction.  It  occurred  at  a  meeting  of  the  Warren  Clob.tt 
the  house  of  the  late  Abbot  Lawrence.  We  give  here  a  part  of  his  examination,  applicibk 
to  this  point : 

1st.  Are  you.  and  how  long  have  you  been,  of  the  Boston  bar?  What  public  oflBce  d» 
you  hold?  What  have  you  held  within  the  last  ten  years?  At  what  college  did  jos 
graduate? 

Answer.  I  am  a  member  of  the  Bofton  bar,  and  have  been  since  1837.  I  am  dtr 
solicitor  of  the  city  of  Boston.  In  1844-'5-'6,  I  was  a  member  of  the  Massachoset'i; 
legislature  for  the  city  of  Ik)8ton ;  in  1843.  for  three  years,  I  was  a  member  of  the  dtr 
council,  and  president  of  it  for  two  yenrs  ;  I  w>ts  commissioner  in  bnnkruptcy  under  tk 
late  bankrupt  law  of  the  United  States,  while  that  was  in  force.  I  graduated  at  Bowdcin 
College,  in  Maine. 

2d.   When  did  you  first  hear  of  the  ether  discovery?     Please  state  the  circumstances. 

Answer.  The  first  time  I  ever  heard  of  the  application  of  ether  to  surgical  operations  mt 
from  the  lips  of  Dr  harles  T.  Jackson.  It  was  at  the  Warren  Club,  I  think— an  associ- 
ation of  gentlemen  where  scientific  matters  were  frequently  discussed.  I  had  beard  mcs- 
tion  made  of  some  new  discovery  around  the  room,  which  seemed  to  make  consideiible 
impression,  and  I,  or  some  one  near  me,  asked  Dr.  Jackson,  who  was  present,  what  it  vtf 
He  then  stated  to  me,  and,  I  think,  one  other  gentleman — we  were  standing  by  ourseka- 
that  some  time  previously  Dr.  Morton,  a  denti<(t  of  this  city,  came  to  him  to  borrow  a  gts- 
bag,  and  stated  that  he  had  an  idea  of  filling  it  with  atmospheric  air,  in  order  to  work  npce 
the  imaginations  of  nervous  patients,  and  induce  them  to  submit  to  dental  operations  moi« 
readily  ;  that  Morton  mentioned  some  experiment  in  France  upon  a  soldier  who  had  bee& 
condemned  to  death,  who  had  been  induced  to  believe  that  his  blood  was  running,  wliid 
had  such  an  effect  upon  his  imagination  as  to  have  killed  him  actually  ;  that  he  (Jacksa 
told  him  that  that  was  a  very  pretty  story,  but  theie  was  no  truth  in  it — and  then  asked 
Morton  why  he  did  not  try  ether ;  that  some  time  after  this  Morton  came  to  him  (Jackson)  in 
a  state  of  great  excitement,  half  crazy,  I  think,  was  his  expref^sion,  and  said  that  he  k*d 
found  it,  or  had  hit  upon  it,  or  words  of  that  import— I  am  not  pusitive  as  to  the  exact 
expression.  Dr.  Jackson  then  »iid  that  it  appeared  from  Morton's  statement,  thatbe  Id. 
shut  himself  into  a  room  and  inhaled  ether  from  a  handkerchief,  and  found,  by  examiiuBI 
his  watch  before  and  after,  that  he  had  been  insensible  for  some  minutes,  or  had  lost  afe* 
minutes.  Dr.  Jackson  said  that  he  subsequently  told  Dr.  Morton  that  he  should  charge 
him  five  hundred  dollars ;  that  he  finally  compromised  it  with  Morton,  by  agreeing  to  take 
ten  per  cent.,  or  something,  I  think,  on  patent  rights  for  this  matter  ;  and  I  think  the 
Doctor  added,  with  a  smile,  that  he  t);^ought  he  should  do  better,  or  make  more  out  of  it 
than  if  he  had  taken  the  five  hundred.  There  was  more  conversation,  but  ]  do  not  remen- 
ber  the  exact  language  ;  but  I  can  state  very  decidedly  what  the  impression  was  whidi  vis 
made  on  my  own  mind  at  the  time,  and  that  was,  that  Dr.  Jacksoa  regarded  this  afiiir 


; 
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Dr.  Keep  occurred  after  the  26th  of  October,  the  actual  date  not  fixed,  and 
accompanied  with  a  strong  general  charge  of  ignorance  and  recklessness 
ist  Morton,  who  was  then  in  the  full  tide  of  successful  experiment.     This 

of  facts  is,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  wholly  inconsistent  with  the 
mption  that  Dr.  Jackson  was  the  discoverer ;  that  he  employed  Dr.  Morton 
■ing  out  the  discovery ;  and  that  the  experiments  of  Morton  were  tried  on 
•esponsibility  of  Dr.  Jackson.'* 

be  error  into  which  Dr.  Jackson  has  fallen,  as  to  the  extent  of  the  conces- 
I  which  have  been  made  him  hy  all  who  have  examined  the  evidence,  is 
jwhat  remarkable,  in  view  of  the  reasonings  and  conclusions  of  these  two 

able  reports  upou  the  distinct  points  which  he  claims  to  have  been  univer- 

conceded — while  neither  of  them  finds  it  necessary  to  approach  or  touch 
;  he  avers  to  be  "the  only  points  contested  by"  his  "opponents,"  namely, 
fie  his  own  words,)  "that  I  had  not  a  sufficient  reason  for  dratoing  the  infer- 
that  I  did — <w  they  admit,  dravm  from  my  data**  "  And  again,  that  by 
cing  an  ignorant  dentist — a  man  of  no  medical  knowledge — to  perform  the 

mechanical  operations  made  by  my  advice,  and  upon,  my  medical  respon- 
ty,  expressly  assumed  before  witnesses,  that  I  made  him  a  copartner  or  joint 
iverer,  and  that  he  made  the  first  application  of  my  discovery." 
)ur  committee  have  looked  in  vain  tnrough  all  the  papers  before  them,  and 
no  such  admission;  nor  do  they  find  the  controversy  anywhere  to  turn  upon 
;  Dr.  Jackson,  in  this  paper,  avers  to  be  the  " only  points  contested**  On 
^ntrary,  they  find  it  denied,  and  to  have  been  ail  along  denied,  that  Dr. 
son  drew  the  alleged  inference,  or  in  any  other  manner  made  the  discovery; 
at  he  employed  or  engaged  Dr.  Morton  to  administer  the  ether  vapor  on  his 

Jackson's)  responsibility .+     These  are  questions  which  your  committee 

5  a  settled  thing,  or  not  as  a  discovery  that  was  to  be  anything  remarkable  in  itself,  or 
bat  was  likely  to  be  applied  beneficially,  in  itself  considered,  but  as  rather  opening 
')or  to  future  investigation  in  that  direction,  that  something  might  hereafter  be  dis- 
ed  that  would  stand  the  test  of  science  and  practic  il  experience.  There  was  an  obvi- 
esire  not  to  connect  himself,  as  a  man  of  science,  with  it  to  any  great  extent ;  and  he 
use  of  some  expression  of  this  sort  with  regard  to  Dr.  Morton,  that  he  was  a  reck> 
dare-devil  fellow,  and  that  he  would  kill  somebody  yet.  I  think  that  was  his  very 
ssion.  This  was  the  substance  of  the  conversation.  I  merely  asked  to  see  what  the 
ct  was,  as  there  was  a  sort  of  buzz  about  the  room  in  reference  to  something  that  had 
up. 

Did  Dr.  Jackson  say  that  he  had  told  Dr.  Morton,  or  predicted  to  him,  what  the 
of  the  ether  would  \>e  ? 

swer.  No  ;  I  think  all  that  was  said  about  ether  by  Dr.  Jackson  was,  "  Why  don't  you 
ler  .?"  I  am  very  confident.  I  don't  mean  to  say  that  I  understood  Dr.  Jackson  aa 
ling  all  he  had  said  to  Dr.  Morton. 

I.  From  anything  which  Dr.  Jackson  said,  did  you  get  the  impression  that  he  had  dis- 
ed,  before  bis  interview  with  Morton,  or  believed  at  the  time  of  his  statement  to  you, 
total  insensibility  could  be  produced  ? 
>jected  to,  as  the  impressions  of  witness      J.  P   P.) 

swer  No;  I  did  not  so  understand  it.  I  thought  Dr.  Jackson  meant  to  tell  Dr.  Mor- 
rhat  every  man  of  science  or  liberal  education-  knew,  that  ether  had  some  effect.  I 
rstood  him  as  merely  intending  to  ask  Dr.  Morton  why  he  did  not  try  ether,  as  the 
:hing  for  the  purpose  which  he  knew  of,  and  likely   to  have  more  effect  than  air. 

n  the  contrary,  he  carefully  and  absolutely  avoided^ all  connexion  with,  and  denied 

sponsibility  for,  the  issue  of  the  experiment  until  repeated  public  trials  had  proved 

cespful.     The  following  extract,  from  the  tet^timony  of  Dr.  Warren,  is  conclusive  of 

act.     Dr.  Jackson's  claim,  as  he  is  proved  to  have  made  it  after  its  first  success,  was 

ly  that  he  ''  suggetUd"  it,  leaving  the  *' whole  reKporutbUUy"  on  Dr.  Morton: 

:2d.   Do  you  recollect  a  conversation  between  yourself.  Dr.  Gould,  and  Dr.  C.  T.  Jack- 

•especting  this  discovery,  about  the  time  of  the  operations  of  November  7  f     When 

bis? 

answer.  I  recollect  it  perfectly  well ;  it  took  place  at  a  meeting  of  the  Thursday 

log  Club,  at  my  house,  about  the  time  of  the  introduction  of  ether  as  an  ansesthetic. 

}ould  and  myself  were  engaged  in  conversation  on  the  subject  of  the  recent  surgical 
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"  *  I  request  permission  to  communicate  through  your  medium  to  the . 
of  Sciences  a  discovery  which  I  have  made,  and  which  I  believe  impc 
the  relief  of  euflfering  humanity,  as  well  as  of  great  value  to  the  suigici 
sion.  Five  or  six  years  ago  I  noticed  the  peculiar  state  of  insensibi 
which  the  nervous  system  is  thrown  by  the  inhalation  of  the  vapor  of  ] 
phuric  ether,  which  I  respired  abundantly ;  first,  by  way  of  experim 
afterwards  when  I  had  a  severe  catarrh,  caused  by  the  inhalation  of 
gas.  I  have  latterly  made  a  useful  application  of  this  fact,  by  persuadin 
tist  of  this  city  to  administer  the  vapor  of  ether  to  his  patients,  when  i 
undergo  the  operation  of  extraction  of  teeth.  It  was  observed  that  pers 
fered  no  pain  in  the  operation,  and  that  no  inconvenience  resulted  froni 
ministration  of  the  vapor.'  " 

In  a  second  letter,  of  December  1,  1846,  Dr.  Jackson  authorizes  the  i 
of  the  above  letter.  The  following  is  an  extract  from  it,  and  the  expl 
remarks  of  M.  Velpeau : 

"  December  1, 
**  The  advantage  of  the  appreciation  of  the  vapor  of  ether  has  been  con 
established  in  this  country,  and  the  agent  has  been  used  with  great  sni 
the  Massachusetts  General  Hospital." 

On  this  point  M.  Velpeau  made  the  following  remarks  : 

"  The  secret  contained  in  the  note  which  has  been  read  is  no  longer  i 
The  medical  journals  published  in  America  and  England  have  divulged  i 
months  of  November  and  December.     A  letter  from  Dr.  Warren,  of 

operatioDS  for  ansestheeia  While  we  were  coDversiDg  Dr.  Jackson  approached,  c 
Dr  Gould  sidd,  'There  is  Dr.  Jackson;  he  knows  more  about  it  than  I  do.'  Vil 
turned  to  Dr.  Jackson,  and  asked  him  what  he  knew  about  the  use  of  ether  as  i 
thetic.  *0h,'  paid  he,  *I  was  the  person  who  suggested  the  use  of  it  to  Morton;' 
added,  either  then  or  afterwards,  *  I  advised  him  to  go  to  you  and  get  you  to 
surgical  operations  with  it,  otherwise  he  might  kill  somebody,  and  then  he  would  1 
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communicated  the  information  to  me  more  than  one  month  ago ;  and  Dr.  Willis 
Fisher,  of  the  same  city,  proposed  that  I  should  try  its  effects  at  La  Charitd 
towards  the  middle  of  last  December.*' 

The  present  object  of  quoting  these  letters  is  to  show  the  account  which  Dr. 
Jackpon  then  gave  of  his  experiment  in  lS41-*42.  It,  in  truth,  goes  no  further 
than  prior  experiments  had  made  familiar  to  the  medical  faculty.  The  Edin- 
burgh Medical  Journal  of  April  1,  1847,  speaking  of  it,  r  yc«: 

"In  the  administration  of  ether  vapor  there  h  ilierefore  nothing  new.  Its 
narcotic  and  anodyne  effects  have  been  long  well  known  to  experienced  and 
well-informed  observers.  The  application  of  ether  vapor,  nevertheless,  as  an 
anodyne,  previous  to  surgical  operations,  suggested  a  mode  of  exhibition  which, 
besides  being  new,  has  the  merit  of  being  more  efficient  than  the  methods  in 
ordinary  cases." 

Dr.  Jackson's  trial,  in  1841-*42,  as  stated  by  him  in  the  above  letter,  was  a 
mere  application  of  its  well-known  narcotic  and  anodyne  properties.  In  a  paper 
'ixblished  by  Dr.  Jackson  in  the  Boston  Daily  Advertiser  of  March  1,  1847,  he 
^ds  to  the  statement  in  his  letter  to  M.  Elie  de  Beaumont  but  one  distinct  fact — 
elief  from  the  pain  of  his  catarrh  during  the  effect  of  the  inhalation  of  the  vapor 
P  sulphuric  ether,  and  its  return  presently  afterwards.  The  same  fact  is  stated 
3    having  occurred  in  Dr.  Thornton's  practice,  first  published  in  1795-'96. 

In  a  letter  written  by  Dr.  Jackson  to  Dr.  Martin  Gay,  dated  May  1,  1847, 
Gi  professes  to  give  an  account  of  his  "  experiments  and  observations  made  sev- 
"«d  years  ago  on  the  inhalation  of  the  vapor  of  pure  sulphuric  ether."  He 
.Cites  his  experiments  as  follows  :    The  first : 

"  I  moistened  a  cloth  and  laid  it  over  my  mouth  and  nostrils,  and  laid  myself 
^-ck  in  a  rocking-chair,  and  inhaled  the  vapor,  noticing  its  effects  upon  the  sys- 
"Mm.  The  first  impression  was  that  of  coolness,  then  a  sensation  of  warmth 
:^d  exhilaration,  with  a  singular  feeling  of  excitement  in  the  chest.  This  was 
►'Mlowed  by  a  loss  of  consciousness,  from  which  I  in  a  short  time  awoke.  Soon 
^'^fcerwards  I  entirely  recovered  from  the  effects  of  the  ether." 

The  second : 

"Afterwards,  still  suffering  from  the  effects  of  the  chlorine,  I  thought  I  would 
^y  the  ether  vapor  again,  and  for  a  longer  time.  I  went,  therefore,  into  my 
^Bee,  which  is  connected  with  my  house,  and  taking  the  bottle  of  pure  sulphuric 
►^er  from  the  laboratory,  I  soaked  a  folded  cloth  in  it,  squeezed  it  out  slightly, 
^^.d  seating  myself  in  a  rocking-chau-,  with  my  feet  resting  upon  another  chair, 

commenced  inhaling  the  ether  from  the  cloth,  which  was  placed  over  my 
t^  ^outh  and  nostrils,  while  my  head  was  laid  back  against  my  chair,  so  that  I 
'  ^is  quite  at  ease  in  a  fixed  position.  The  effects  of  the  inhalation  were  as  be- 
^  le  described,  excepting  that  it  made  me  cough  at  first.  I  was  therefore  led  to 
^lieve  that  the  paralysis  of  the  nerves  of  sensation  would  be  so  great  during 
^.e  continuance  of  the  insensibility  that  a  surgical  operation  might  be  performed 
^on  a  patient  under  its  influence  without  giving  him  any  pain,  for  the  loss  of 
^^^nsciousness  was  remarkable,  perhaps  resembling  that  of  epilepsy  more  than 
•my  other  kind  of  insensibility." 

On  the  18th  of  May,  1848,  something  more  than  a  year  afterwards,  the  con- 
^st  about  the  discovery  all  the  time  going  sharply  on,  and  new  facts  daily 
^veloping  themselves  in  the  use  and  effects  of  sidphuric  ether.  Dr.  Jackson 
^dressed  a  letter  to  Joseph  Hale  Abbott,  esq.,  giving,  as  he  says,  "  a  more 
minute  statement  than  I  have  heretofore  published  of  the  effects  produced  upon 
^e  by  sulphuric  ether  when  I  inhaled  it  for  relief  from  the  distress  occasioned 
;^  the  inhalation  of  chlorine  in  the  winter  of  1841-'42,  and  also  a  statement  of 
tie  precise  ground,  which  I  have  never  published,  of  the  idea  then  conceived 


the  ether.  The  effects  perceived  by  me  were  at  ftret  a  little  coughing, 
tioD  of  coldness,  then  warmth  and  fullness  of  the  head  and  chest,  ext 
and  giddiness,  numbness  and  want  of  feeling  in  the  feet  and  legs,  a  s^ 
sensation,  as  if  I  had  been  afloat  in  the  air,  together  with  a  loss  of  all  f 
the  rocking-chair  in  which  I  was  seated,  loss  of  all  sensation  of  pai 
throat  and  chest,  a  state  of  reyerie,  and  soon  entire  unconsciouBness,  foi 
of  time  unknown  to  me.  Recovering,  I  felt  a  sense  of  giddiness,  but 
desire  to  move ;  found  the  cloth  I  had  moistened  with  ether  had  drop] 
my  mouth ;  had  no  feeling  of  pain  in  the  throat  and  chest,  but  began 
strange  thrilling  in  the  body.  In  a  short  time  I  felt  the  soreness  in  tl 
gradually  returning,  and  the  distress  in  the  chest  also,  though  much  lee 
had  been  before.  From  the  cessation  of  all  pain,  and  the  loss  of  all  f 
external  objects,  a  little  while  before  and  q/ler  the  loss  of  entire  consc 
I  was  led  to  infer  that  the  paralysis  of  the  nerves  of  sensation  wou 
great  during  the  continuance  of  the  unconsciousness  and  the  total  loss  c 
that  a  surgical  operation  could  be  performed  upon  a  patient  under  the  : 
of  ether  without  giving  him  any  pain,  and  therefore  I  prescribed  it  wi 
confidence  in  the  result." 

Next  follows,  on  the  18th  of  December,  1851,  the  narrative  to  Ba 
Humboldt,  above  set  forth,  but  to  wbich  your  committee  think  proper 
again  specially  in  this  connexion.  After  stating  the  accidental  inha 
chlorine  gas,  and  the  means  used  to  destroy  its  effects,  he  says :  "  1 
morning  my  throat  was  severely  inflamed,  and  very  painful,  and  I  pei 
distinct  flavor  of  chlorine  in  my  breath,  and  my  lungs  were  still  much  o] 
I  determined,  therefore,  to  make  a  thorough  trial  of  the  ether  vapor,  and 
purpose  went  into  my  laboratory,  which  adjoins  my  house  in  Somersi 
And  made  the  experiment  from  which  the  discovery  of  anaesthesia  was 
I  had  a  large  supply  of  perfectly  pure  washed  sulphuric  ether,  which 
pared  in  the  laboratory  of  my  friend,  Mr.  John  H.  Blake,  of  Boston, 
a  bottle  of  that  ether  and  a  folded  towel,  and  seating  myself  in  a  rocki 
And  placing  my  feet  in  another  chair,  so  as  to  secure  a  fixed  position 
clined  backward  in  the  one  in  which  I  was  seated.     Soaking  the  tow< 
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liynefis  of  the  cloth,  which  during  this  state  of  unconsciousness  had  fallen  from 
ay  mouth  and  nose,  and  lay  upon  my  breast.  As  I  became  conscious,  I  ob- 
served still  there  was  no  feeling  of  pain  in  my  throat,  and  my  limbs  were  still 
leeply  benumbed,  as  if  the  nerves  of  sensation  were  Jully  paralyzed.  A  strange 
hrilling  now  began  to  be  felt  along  the  spine,  but  it  was  not  in  any  way  disa- 
reeable.  Little  by  little  sensation  began  to  manifest  itself,  first  in  the  throat 
id  body,  and  gradually  extended  to  the  extremities;  but  it  was  some  time 
?£bre  full  sensation  returned,  and  my  throat  became  really  painfnl. 
•  •Reflecting  upon  these  phenomena,  the  idea  flashed  into  my  mind  that  I  had 
fM^de  the  discovery  I  had  so  long  a  time  been  in  quest  of—9k  means  of  render- 
^  the  nerves  of  sensation  temporarily  insensible  to  pain,  so  as  to  admit  of  the 
x^brmance  of  a  surgical  operation  on  an  individual  without  his  suffering  pain 
^refrom." 

These  statements  would  have  been  entitled  to  much  more  weight,  in  the  esti- 
s.tion  of  your  committee,  if  all  the  facts  alleged  to  have  been  observed,  and 
ticlusions  drawn,  in  1841-'42,  as  stated  in  the  letter  to  Baron  Von  Humboldt, 

December  18,  1851,  had  appeared  in  the  letter  to  Elie  de  Beaumont,  of  No- 
xmber  13,  1846,  or  even  in  that  to  Dr.  Gay,  of  May  1,  1847 ;  but  such  is  by 

means  the  case.  Each  successive  letter  states  the  case  more  strongly  than 
^  last  preceding,  and  the  facts  superadded  in  the  two  last  letters  are  those 
rMich  alone  give  novelty  and  importance  to  the  experiment. 
ZIn  closing  his  statement  of  the  last  and  final  experiment  in  1841-'42,  in  the 
^■rt  of  the  letter  of  December  18,  1851,  to  Baron  Von  Humboldt,  last  above 
ti.  forth.  Dr.  Jackson  says  :  "Reflecting  upon  these  phenomena,  the  idea  flashed 
t-.o  my  mind  that  I  had  made  the  discovery  I  had  for  so  long  a  time  been  in 
-^st  of— Hi  means,"  &c.  And  he  goes  on  to  give,  formally  and  in  detail,  the 
E  entitic  deductions  which  he  says  were  made  at  the  time,  and  which  then  led 
Er:n  to  the  conclusion.  If  that  statement  be  ti'ue,  the  discovery  at  that  time,  so 
1^  as  private  experiment  and  philosophical  deduction. could  go,  was  as  full  and 
^mplete  as  it  was  on  the  morning  of  October  1,  1846,  after  Dr.  Morton's  suc- 
^sftil  operation  on  Eben  Frost. 

^ow,  if  Dr.  Jackson,  in  the  winter  of  1841-'42,  did,  in  fact,  make  such  dis- 
"^^ery,  and  in  earnestness,  and  in  faith,  and  enthusiasm,  was  possessed  with  it, 
L  ^  with  an  animating  desire  to  give  it,  and  to  give  his  name  with  it,  to  man- 
»nd,  how  happens  it  that  no  cotemporary  written  paper  or  pen-mark,  under 
^  hand  of  Dr.  Jackson,  or  some  one  of  his  numerous  friends  or  pupils,  re- 
^ns  to  attest  the  discovery  ?  No  private  memorandum  of  his  own,  detailing 
^  experiments  and  his  scientific  deductions  from  them ;  nothing,  in  case  of 
^den  death,  to  connect  his  name  with  the  discovery,  and  secure  the  discovery 
^If  to  the  world.* 

^  On  the  contrary  in  his  cotemporaneons  letters  to  his  correspondents  abroad,  down  to  the 
^  l)efore  the  operation  at  tht^  hospital,  he  does  not  mention  the  subject. 
^tx  the  6<A  diiy  of  OeUther,  1846.  (that  is,  the  very  day  before  the  operation  at  the  hos- 
■^I,  and  fifteen  days  after  Morton  had  made  his  discovery,)  Dr.  Jaclchon  wrote  a  letter  to 
friend  and  fellow  geologist,  Mr.  Josiah  D  Whitney,  in  which  he  gives  him  all  the  news 
'^Ixe  day,  speaks  of  a  nii(  rohcope,  of  the  Lake  Superior  copper  mines,  the  meeting  of  the 
^Oi^jation  of  American  Geologists  and  Naturalists,  and  what  papers  were  read  before  it, 
')  even  goes  so  far  into  minute  and  gossipy  details  as  to  write  :  "My  house  is  at  last  com- 
t^d^  and  so  is  the  big  Howar  I  Atheuscnro,  a  brick  and  stone  erlifice  of  Gothic  order 
^^t  a  style  for  a  theatre  !  Is  it  not  ready  for  converting  into  a  church?  It  is  a  hand- 
^^  house,  but  there  are  now  five  theatres  in  Bi  stou.  What  next?  My  family  are  all 
^  ^  ,  and  now  at  home.  The  Plymouth  life  did  them  good.  I  have  a  fine  lot  of  students," 
*  >  &c.  And  yet  not  one  word  is  said  in  the  letter  of  the  momentous  trial  which  was  to 
^^  place  on  the  ensuing  day,  and  which  had  been  instituted  *'6y  Morton  ot  his  {JackwrCt) 
f^HZ  request.'*  Not  a  hint  was  dropped  that  he  wag  then  possessor  of  a  secret  to  which  the 
^x-mation  that  the  ''Pittsbargh  Cliff  mines  have  done  very  well,"  or  the  "Lake  Superior 


up  his  mind  to  claim  the  discovery.  Me  wanted  further  verification 
safety  and  efficacy  of  the  ansesthetic  agent  before  he  took  the  decisive 
announcing  it  as  his  own.  He  therefore  directed  the  letter  making  the  < 
the  discovery  to  be  deposited,  sealed,  in  the  Academy  of  Arts  and  Sci< 
Paris,  not  be  opened  until  he  should  direct. 

The  success  of  the  pain>8ubduing  agent  between  that  day  and  the 
December,  1846,  removed  all  doubt.  The  discovery  was  established, 
ready  stood  first  in  rank  in  the  discoveries  of  the  century,  and  fame,  and 
and  rewards  awaited  the  discoverer.  Dr.  Jackson,  on  that  day  and  und 
circumstances,  wrote  the  letter  last  above  copied,  to  M.  Elie  de  Beaum 
recting  him  to  open  the  sealed  packet,  and  publish  him.  Dr.  Jackson,  to  J 
as  the  discoverer. 

Considering  the  man  and  the  discovery ;  the  inestimable  value  of  the 
ery ;  the  knowledge  of  the  man,  and  his  capacity  to  appreciate  its  val 
full  appreciation  of  it  when  satisfied  that  the  discovery  was  in  fact  ma 
his  eager  promptitude  in  then  seizing  and  appropriating  it  to  himself,  yoi 
mittee  cannot  believe  it  possible  that  he  should  have  been  for  a  long  i 
earnest  pursuit  of  the  discovery ;  that  he  should  have  made  it  and  perfc 
in  1841-*42  by  experiment  and  deduction ;  that  he  should,  for  nearly  ^\t 
have  been  in  possession  of  it,  and  with  his  full  estimate  of  its  value;  a 
that  he  should  not,  in  its  inception  or  progress,  record  it,  somewhere,  a 
time,  on  something  more  fixed  and  reliable  than  mere  frail,  uncertain,  and 
ble  memory. 

He  knew  well,  if  he  thought  on  the  subject  at  all,  that  but  a  thin  vei 
rated  the  familiar  and  daily  walks  of  the  faculty  from  the  spot  where  lay  I 
den  treasure.  Did  he  not  fear  that  some  one  would  lift  the  veil  1  He  i 
was  but  a  step,  and  that  a  short  one,  from  what  was  well  known  to  the  dis 
itself.  Did  he  did  not  fear  that  some  one  would  take  that  step  and  se 
prize  which  he  could  then  so  easily  secure  to  himself  forever  1  If  he  mi 
discovery  in  1841-*42,  and  was  not  yet  prepared  to  disclose  it,  there  was 
then  for  placing  in  the  archives  of  some  European  and  some  American  ac 
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1  sealed  paper,  giving  an  account  of  the  facts  observed,  and  the  deductions 
irawn  at  the  time,  that  this  much  at  least  might  be  beyond  the  reach  of  rivalry 
and  chance.  But  was  there  any  just  reason  for  this  when  he  committed  the 
sealed  letter  above  referred  to  to  M.  Elie  de  Beaumont  ?  The  discovery  was 
public  and  in  public  use  in  Boston  for  more  than  a  month  before  that  letter  was 
written  and  sealed.  The  packet  ship  that  carried  that  letter  bore  also  the  news 
of  the  discovery  to  Europe.  What  secret  did  this  paper  contain,  that  it  must  be 
kept  under  seal  until  the  next  arrival  from  America  ?  Nothing,  surely,  which 
was  not  public  in  Boston  when  the  packet  sailed;  public  also,  of  course,  on 
board  of  the  ship,  and  which  must  be  public  over  all  Europe  within  twenty-ifour 
boars  after  she  should  touch  the  Liverpool  docks. 

The  sealed  letter  contained  but  one  single  secret  not  known  over  the  European 
nd  American  world,  before  it  reached  the  hands  of  M.  Elie  de  Beaumont, 
tamely :  that  Dr.  Charles  T.  Jackson  claimed  the  discovery  as  his.  And  why  did 
e  not  then  avow  it,  and  proclaim  it,  instead  of  requiring  his  claim  to  remain 
nder  the  seal  of  secrecy  till  the  next  arrival  ?  His  letter  of  1st  December 
ives  the  reason.  It  advises  M.  Elie  de  Beaumont  that  the  success  of  the 
BTvly  discovered  anaesthetic  agent  is  complete,  and  directs  him  to  open,  there- 
)re,  the  sealed  packet,  and  disclose  its  contents  to  the  academy.  He  did  so ; 
nd  Dr.  Jackson  was  forthwith  in  possession  of  the  discovery  in  Europe. 

Until  the  first  capital  operation  under  the  influence  of  the  vapor  of  ether, 
'hich  took  place  on  the  7th  of  November,  1846,  Dr.  Jackson  had  evidently  no 
xed  confidence  in  its  success  as  an  anaesthetic  agent.  Nor  did  this  seem  to 
itisfy  him  fully.  Six  days  after  this  he  sent  his  sealed  statement  to  be 
eposited  in  the  academy  at  Paris,  and  not  until  many  more  successful  opera- 
ons  bad  been  performed  under  the  superintendence  of  Dr.  Morton,  and  until 
le  last  doubt  of  the  incredulous  was  removed,  did  he  direct  publication  to  be 
lade  of  his  claim  to  the  discovery.  It  is  not  to  be  credited  that  he  had  already 
ossessed  this  discovery  for  five  years,  and  knew  its  value  and  felt  the  enthu- 
iasm  of  the  discoverer;  that  he  held  it,  and  believed  in  it,  and  rejoiced  in  it,  for 
Lve  years ;  and  yet  that  no  word  or  line  was  ever  written  by  him  or  any  one 
•f  his  numerous  confidential  friends  to  him,  or  for  him,  until  the  letter  of 
November  13,  1846,  hinting  even  darkly  at  his  possession  of  the  mighty 
irize.  And  the  difficulty  is  greatly  increased  when  these  striking  facts  are 
jonsidered  in  connexion  with  this  letter,  embodying  the  first  written  statement 
}£  Dr.  Jackson's  alleged  discovery.  The  accounts  there  given  of  his  alleged 
experiments  in  1841-'42  show  no  new  discovery,  but  a  mere  repetition  of  a 
«rcll-known  prescription  for  its  usual  purpose,  attended  with  effects  also  before 
;hat  time  well  known.  And  the  medical  journals  from  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic,  which  returned  with  a  review  of  the  discovery,  show  this  fact,  and 
comprise  all  the  merits  of  the  discovery  in  the  successful  application  of  the 
rapor  of  sulphuric  ether  as  an  anaesthetic  agent  in  an  actual  surgical  operation, 
TAese  journals^  with  this  criticism  and  judgment^  had  been  in  the  hands  of  the 
American  public  more  than  a  month  before  Dr,  Jackson  published  his  amended 
and  extended  statement  of  March  1,  1847,  and  more  than  three  years  befo>re 
his  letter  of  \%th  December,  1851,  to  "Baron  Von  Humboldt,  the  statement  in 
which,  if  it  be  believed,  supplies  all  deficiencies  except  the  want  of  a  public 
experiment,  or  one,  at  least,  made  in  the  presence  of  witnesses.  But  it  is  strange, 
if  that  statement  be  true,  that  Dr.  Jackson,  from  1841-'42,  to  September  30, 
1846,  never  applied  that  crowning  test;  that  after  he  professed  to  have  perfected 
the  discovery  by  philosophical  experiment  and  induction,  he  suffered  it  to  sleep 
for  five  years,  during  which  time  he  never  made  another  experiment  of  any 
kind  on  himself  or  on  another  person,  or  even  on  a  domestic  animal;  that,  from 
first  to  last,  he  never  made  an  experiment  of  any  kind  in  the  presence  of 
witnesses.  Indeed,  for  several  years  prior  to  30th  September,  1846,  the  use  of 
sulphuric  ether  appears  to  have  ceased  in  his  laboratory,  for  in  his  letter  to 
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Baron  Von  Humboldt,  giving  his  version  of  the  interview  with  Dr.  Morton  og 
that  day,  he  says  : 

"He  (Morton)  asked  me  to  let  him  take  the  bottle  of  sulphuric  ether  wkieh 
I  had  just  shown  him ;  but  since  it  had  been  standing  in  the  labor€Uory  fir 
SOMB  YBARS,  1  feared  it  might  hane  become  deteriorated.  I  therefore  advued 
him  to  go  to  Mr.  Burnett,  one  of  our  best  apothecaries,  and  get  some  pore 
sulphuric  ether." 

Dr.  Jackson  evidently  feels  that  the  long  delay,  from  1841— '42  to  1846,  in 
bringing  out  his  alleged  discovery,  and  the  sudden  and  abrupt  manner  in  wkid 
h  e  professes  to  have  placed  it  in  the  hands  of  a  man  whom  he  stigmatizes  u  an 
*^ ignoramus**  and  a  ''quack,**  require  explanation;  and  in  his  letter  to  Bana 
Von  Humboldt,  he  gives  the  following : 

"  It  is  obvious  enough,  to  those  who  know  the  circumstances,  why  I  engaged 
an  ignorant  man  to  introduce  my  discovery.  I  had  already,  before  Mr.  Morton 
came  to  Boston  and  set  up  as  a  dentist,  endeavored  to  engage  more  responsibk 
persons  to  make  trial  of  the  ether  in  their  practice,  but  they  declined  doing  ro. 
knowing  that  the  medical  and  toxicological  books  declared  it  to  be  a  dangeirm 
experiment f  while  I  insisted  that  it  was  not  dangerous.  They  thought  that  is 
their  medical  capacity  they  would  incur  responsibility  for  any  accideutg  thai 
might  happen  to  the  patients,  and  hence  feared  to  act.** 

If  Dr.  Jackson  made,  in  truth,  this  great  discovery  in  the  winter  of  1841- 4i 
and  was  conscious  of  its  truth  and  its  value,  the  above  statement,  in  the  opinioB 
of  your  committee,  falls  far  short  of  a  sufficient  explanation  of  the  fact  that  h 
so  long  delayed  announcing  it  to  the  world.  According  to  him,  the  discover 
was  complete  as  soon  as  he  awoke  from  the  state  of  unconsciousness  into  whi^ 
he  had  been  brought  by  inhaling  the  ether  vapor.  All  was  complete,  excep  I 
to  bring  it  out  by  an  actual  experiment  in  the  presence  of  the  surgical  facoltr- 
as  complete,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  as  it  was  on  the  morning  of  the  ZO^  ' 
of  September,  1846.  Now,  can  it  be  believed  that  during  more  than  four  year? 
that  intervened  between  the  time  of  the  alleged  discovery  and  the  public  expeii- 
ments  of  Dr.  Morton,  no  available  means  offered  themselves  to  Dr.  Jackson  to 
test  it,  and  disclose  it,  and  prove  it  to  the  world?  He  says,  "And  it  is  weB 
known  that  the  vapor  of  sulphuric  ether  was  sometimes  inhaled  by  the  yonn^ 
men  at  college.**  Could  he  not,  after  this  discovery,  have  been  pres^it,  and 
after  leading  the  way  himself  have  induced  some  of  them  to  inhale  it  until  it 
produced  insensibility  ?  Could  he  not  have  himself  inhaled  it  before  his  friend 
and  associates  of  the  hospital,  and  satisfied  them  of  its  safety  by  bis  speedj 
recovery,  of  its  complete  suspension  of  all  sensibility  to  pain  by  usual  tests  with 
which  he  was  familiar,  or  even  something  more  decisive,  as  the  actual  cautwj 
applied  for  an  instant  to  some  sensitive  part  ?  Conviction  would  have  follow?^ 
a  simple  and  safe  exhibition  like  this,  and  his  associates — members  of  the  facnhj 
of  the  hospital — would  not  have  hesitated  to  further  test  the  discovery  by  snr- 
gical  operations.  Indeed,  we  canndt  suppose  that  they  would  have  hesitated  to 
do  so  at  once  on  his  mere  statement  of  the  experiment  upon  himself,  as  giv« 
to  Baron  Yon  Humboldt,  and  his  assurance  that  it  produced  anaesthesia,  anil 
was  attended  with  no  injurious  effects.  They  did  not  hesitate  to  grant  it  to  the 
representations  of  Dr.  Morton,  a  young  man  almost  a  stranger  to  the  facuJtt 
Dr.  Jackson,  it  seems,  too,  believed  they  would  grant  it  thus  readily,  for  he  sap 
he  directed  and  urged  Dr.  Morton  to  go  and  ask  it,  to  which  he  says  Dr.  Mor- 
ton reluctantly  consented ;  and  Dr.  Jackson  gave  him  no  written  paper,  awl 
spoke  no  kind  word  in  his  behalf  to  any  of  the  faculty.  With  the  extraordinarr 
facilities  for  bringing  out  such  discovery  which  Dr.  Jackson  had  at  his  verr 
door;  with  h\a  own  h\^h  scientific  position,  which  enabled   him  fuUy  to  cob- 
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mand  them,  your  committee  cannot  believe  that  he  made  the  discovery  and  was 
compelled  by  a  kind  ef  necessity  so  long  to  withhold  it  from  the  world.  Dr. 
Jackson  shows  no  such  necessity.  Nor  can  your  committee  believe  that  he  had 
the  secret,  and  held  it,  for  any  reason  or  from  any  motive,  a  buried  talent  for 
nearly  five  years ;  that  he  witnessed  from  time  to  time,  during  all  that  long 
period,  the  agony  of  the  human  frame  under  the  tortures  of  the  cautery,  the 
scalpel,  and  the  knife,  and  remained  silent,  while  he  had,  and  knew  he  had, 
sovereign  power  over  pain,  and  could  banish  it  instantly  with  a  breath. 

But  Dr.  Jackson,  in  his  own  conduct  and  bearing  in  reference  to  this  dis- 
covery, and  its  verification  and  presentation  before  the  public,  from  the  30th  of 
September,  1846,  down  to  the  time  that  it  was  fully  established,  proves  that  he 
was  not  and  did  not  believe  himself  to  be  the  discoverer.  Giving  Dr.  Jackson 
the  full  benefit  of  the  favorable  opinion  which  he  entertained  of  Dr.  Morton 
before  he  had  determined  to  become  his  competitor  for  the  honor  of  the  dis- 
covery, (which  appears  by  his  certificate,  namely,  that  he  was  a  young  man  of 
marked  energy  and  intelligence,  and  very  creditable  acquirements  in  such 
branches  of  science  as  pertained  to  his  profession,)  still  it  is  not  within  the  range 
of  probability  that  Dr.  Jackson,  had  he  possessed  the  discovery,  would  have 
intrusted  him  or  any  one  else  to  test  its  merits  in  tjie  manner  and  under  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  he  professed  to  have  intrusted  it. 

He  unquestionably  believed  Dr.  Morton  ignorant  of  sulphuric  ether,  its  proper- 
ties, and  its  use,  and  supposed  he  had  never  thought  of  its  application  in  the 
manner  proposed.  Surely  he  would  not  select  a  man,  ignorant  of  the  anaesthetic 
agent  itself,  to  perform  the  delicate  operation  of  first  testing  its  eflScacy  and 
safety.  He  knew  how  much  depended  on  its  first  exhibition,  and  he  also 
knew  that  it  required  science  and  skill  to  render  the  experiment  successful,  and 
to  avoid  danger  and  disaster.  Sulphuric  ether  would  produce  insensibility  to 
pain ;  too  little  of  it  would  make  the  experiment  ineffectual  and  expose  the 
operator  to  ridicule ;  too  much,  or  the  proper  quantity  unskilfully  administered, 
would  produce  asphyxia,  perhaps  death,  tinder  these  circumstances.  Dr.  Jack- 
son could  not  have  trusted  a  young  man  without  medical  knowledge,  and  with- 
out the  knowledge  of  sulphuric  ether  or  its  effects,  to  conduct  his  first  great 
experiment,  and  he  himself  think  it  not  worth  his  while  to  be  present.  But, 
according  to  his  own  statement,  he  gave  to  Dr.  Morton  no  sufficient  instruction 
correspondent  with  the  mighty  mission  on  which  he  was  sent.  He  gave  all  the 
instruction  which  he  saw  fit  to  give  in  ten  or  fifteen  minutes,  he  walking,  and  his 
pupil,  according  to  his  last  statement,  capering  about  the  laboratory.  He  des- 
patched him,  however,  on  his  mission  of  mercy  to  banish  pain  from  the  human 
race,  and  he  himself  quietly  took  his  seat  again  in  his  laboratory,  and  troubled 
himself  no  ftirther  about  the  result. 

Dr.  Jackson,  had  he  thought  on  the  subject,  knew  well  that  the  effects  of 
ether  vapor  would  be  different  on  different  persons,  and  even  on  the  same  per- 
son in  different  states  of  the  system.  Had  he  been  about  to  bring  out  his  own 
discovery,  the  crowning  honor  of  his  life,  he  would  not  only  have  attended  in 
person  to  the  skilfril  administration  of  the  anaesthetic  agent,  but  he  would  have 
been  especially  careful  in  the  selection  of  a  subject.  On  the  contrary,  if  this 
was  his  experimenty  he  directed .  its  trial  on  the  worst  subject  conceivable — a 
nervous  and  refractory  patient  who  refused  to  submit  to  an  operation.  That 
was  what  Dr.  Morton  professed  to  have  on  hand,  and  in  reference  to  which 
Dr.  Jackson  says  he  disclosed  his  discovery  and  gave  directions  for  its  applica- 
tion. The  first  operation  was  really  performed  on  a  fortunate  subject,  such  a 
one  as  Dr.  Jackson  might  well  have  selected ;  but  he  knew  nothing  of  this,  or 
of  anything  other  and  further  than  the  refractory  patient.  But  Dr.  Morton  re- 
turned to  Dr.  Jackson's  laboratory  the  next  day,  and  reported  the  success  of  the 
experiment.  Dr.  Jackson,  according  to  the  testimony  of  Barnes,  one  of  his 
witnesses,  is  quite  unmoved,  and  expresses  no  surprise,  but  advises,  and,  as  Dr. 
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Jackson  himself  says,  urged  Dr.  Morton  to  go  to  Dr.  Warren  and  get  his  permis- 
sion to  try  it  in  a  capital  case  at  the  hospital.  Now,  if  Dr.  Jackson  were  really  the 
discoverer,  and  had  employed  Dr.  Morton  to  make  the  experimenter  him,  and 
as  his  agent,  why  did  he  send  him,  or  advise  or  urge  him,  to  go  to  the  hospital 
at  all  ?  He  refused  him  a  written  certificate  that  the  anaesthetic  agent  which  he 
used  was  harmless,  because,  as  his  former  counsel,  the  Messrs.  Lords,  said  for 
him,  of  an  "  unwillingness  to  figure  in  Morton's  advertisements,  and  his  pm- 
dence  in  refusing  to  make  himself  responsible  for  anything  and  everything 
Morton,  in  his  ignorance,  might  do  with  an  agent  so  liable  to  the  most  danger- 
ous abiLsey  How  came  he,  then,  to  trust  Dr.  Morton  with  this  agent  ?  Why 
did  he  urge  him  to  go  with  it  to  the  hospital  ?  H  '  says,  in  his  letter  to  M,Eli€ 
de  Beaumont,  that  the  experiments  in  the  hospital  were  his.  He  had  his  anes- 
thetic agent  tested  there  in  a  capital  experiment.  He  sent  Dr., Morton  to  Dr. 
Warren  to  ask  its  admission  into  the  hospital,  and  yet  refused  Dr.  Morton  s 
written  certificate  of  the  safety  of  the  agent  because  he  would  not  "  make  him- 
self responsible"  And  who  was  responsible  ?  We  have  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  Dr.  Jackson's  claim  to  these  experiments  is  unfounded,  and  his  state- 
ments so  far  untrue,  or  he  was  guilty  of  bad  faith  towards  Dr.  Morton,  and 
especially  towards  the  faculty  of  the  hospital. 

JBut  the  question  recurs,  why  did  he  urge  Dr.  Morton  to  go  to  the  hospital  at 
all  1  He  does  not  pretend  to  have  employed  him  as  his  sole  and  only  a^ent  to 
bring  out  his  discovery.  On  the  contrary,  according  to  the  statement  of  Barnes, 
his  witness.  Dr.  Jackson,  on  the  1st  of  October,  when  applied  to  by  Dr.  Morton 
to  keep  the  discovery  secret,  replied,  "  No ;  I  will  have  no  secrets  with  my  pro- 
fessional brethren."  He  was  under  no  obligations  to  Dr.  Morton.  Why  did  he 
send  him  to  the  hospital  ?  He  had  trusted  Dr.  Morton  in  one  case  only.  If  he 
did  not  think  it  worth  his  while  to  attend  at  the  hospital  himself  and  see  in  per- 
son to  the  administration  of  the  anaesthetic  agent  in  a  capital  case,  he  might 
have  trusted  it  to  some  one  of  the  learned  surgeons  of  the  hospital,  to  whom  he 
could  in  a  few  minutes'  time  have  communicated  all  the  information  which  he 
gave  to  Dr.  Morton  but  the  day  before.  He  would  then  also  have  been  free 
from  all  responsibility,  which,  though  refused  in  toriting,  he  says  was  assumed 
before  witnesses,  for  what,  in  the  language  of  Dr.  Jackson's  counsel,  "  Morton, 
in  his  ignorance  and  rashness,  might  do  with  an  agent  so  liable  to  the  most  dan- 
gerous abuse,*'  This  would  have  been  consistent.  If  he  engaged  a  dentist  to 
use  his  discovery  when  he  should  extract  a  tooth,  would  he  not  have  engaged  a 
surgeon  to  use  it  when  he  should  amputate  a  limb  ?  For  what  possible  reason, 
if  his  statement  be  true,  could  he  send  the  dentist,  who  was  profoundly  ignorant 
of  his  anaesthetic  agent,  to  administer  it  in  a  capital  surgical  operation  among 
learned  and  skilful  men,  and  at  the  same  time  advise  him  how  to  disguise  it  so 
that  they  might  not  know  what  he  was  using  ?  He  was  determined  to  have  no 
secrets  with  his  professional  brethren,  and  that  he  would  tell  them  all  that  he 
had  told  Dr.  Morton ;  yet  he  put  Dr.  Morton  in  possession  of  a  convenient 
means  of  disguising  the  agent,  and  keeping  secret  the  actual  discovery.  ITiis 
was  consistent  and  right  if  it  were  Dr.  Morton's  discovery,  but  a  self-contradic- 
tion on  the  instant,  almost  in  the  same  breath,  if  it  were  his  own.  It  is  clear  to 
us  that  at  this  time  Dr.  Jackson  did  not  claim  the  discovery,  but  held  himself 
in  such  position  that  he  might  at  any  moment  assert  an  interest  in,  or  repudiate 
and  condemn  it.  Sometimes  the  experiments  of  Dr.  Morton  were  successful, 
and  Dr.  Jackson  spoke  well  of  the  discovery  to  a  few  special  friends,  as  Mr. 
Hitchcock  and  Mr.  Sumner.  Sometimes  the  experiments  were  unfortunate,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  boy  supposed  to  be  poisoned,  and  Dr.  Jackson  doubted  the 
success  of  the  discovery,  and  censured  Dr.  Morton,  as  in  his  conversation  with 
Caleb  Eddy,  Francis  Whitman,  and  Dr.  Gould. 

"  On  the  16th  of  October,"  we  repeat  from  the  report,  "  the  first  operation 
was  performed  in  the  hospital,  at  which,  as  we  have  already  shown,  Dr.  Jack- 
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son  did  not  attend,  and  at  which  his  name  was  not  known.  The  second  opera- 
tion at  the  hospital  took  place  on  the  17th,  Dr.  Jackson  taking  no  part  in  it  hy 
his  presence  or  his  counsel.  Both  operations  were  entirely  successful,  and  both 
conducted  on  the  part  of  Dr.  Morton  to  the  entu-e  satisfaction  of  the  surgeons  of 
the  hospital.  But  at  this  time  Dr.  Jackson's  confidence  in  Dr.  Morton,  if  he 
ever  did  confide  in  him,  is  wholly  gone.  He  denies,  in  the  conversation  with 
his  neighbor  and  friend,  Caleb  Eddy,  that,  under  the  influence  of  ether,  the 
flesh  of  a  patient  can  be  cut  without  pain ;  says  Morton  *  is  a  reckless  man  for 
using  it  as  he  has  ;  the  chance  is  he  will  kill  somebody  yet.'  And  in  the  inter- 
val between  the  30th  of  September  and  about  the  23d  of  October  he  declared 
that  he  did  not  care  what  Morton  did  with  it,  or  how  much  Morton  advertised, 
if  his  own  name  was  not  drawn  in  with  it. 

**  It  would  seem  that  as  Dr.  Morton  acquired  eclat  by  his  constant  success,  as 
be  continually  and  rapidly  rose  in  the  estimation  of  other  scientific  men,  he  as 
continually  and  as  rapidly  sunk  in  the  estimation  of  Dr.  Jackson.  The  evi- 
dence of  Francis  Whitman  and  Caleb  Eddy  show  that,  prior  and  up  to  the  23d 
of  October,  Dr.  Jacksen  spoke  doubtingly  of  the  effect  of  ether,  and  condemned 
its  use ;  and  there  is  no  proof  whatever  that,  within  that  time,  he  lent  the  slight- 
est countenance  to  Dr.  Morton  to  sustain  the  discovery,  and  all  his  remarks, 
except  those  stated  by  Mr.  Hitchcock  to  have  been  made  to  him  on  the  2d  and 
3d  of  October,  tend  to  create  distrust  and  destroy  confidence  both  in  the  opera- 
tor and  the  agent  used.  His  favorable  mention  of  it  to  Dr.  Keep  occurred 
after  the  26th  of  October,  (the  actual  date  not  fixed,)  and  was  accompanied 
with  a  strong  general  charge  of  ignorance  and  recklessness  against  Morton,  who 
was  then  in  the  full  tide  of  successful  experiment.  This  state  of  facts  is,  in 
the  opinion  of  your  committee,  wholly  inconsistent  with  the  assumption  that 
Dr.  Jackson  was  the  discoverer ;  that  he  had  employed  Dr.  Morton  to  bring 
out  the  discovery;  and  that  the  experiments  of  Morton  were  tried  on  the  respon- 
sibility of  Dr.  Jackson. 

"On  the  30th  of  September  the  first  successful  operation  took  place.  On 
the  1st  of  October  Dr.  Morton  applied  to  R.  H.  Eddy,  agent  for  the  patents,  to 
aid  him  in  procuring  a  patent  for  the  discovery.  Mr.  Eddy  took  the  case  into 
consideration,  and  did  not  see  Dr.  Morton  again  until  the  21st.  In  the  mean 
time,  Dr.  Morton's  experiments  had  been  attended  with  the  most  flattering  success. 
Two  operations  had  been  performed  in  the  hospital  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of 
the  faculty,  and  the  discovery  had  acquired  a  footing  in  the  medical  world;  and 
prior  to  the  2l8t,  (but  the  precise  day  is  not  stated,)  Dr.  Jackson  had  a  conversa- 
tion with  Mr.  Eddy,  was  informed  of  the  application  of  Dr.  Morton  for  a  patent, 
and  claimed  that  he  had  some  connexion  with  Dr.  Morton  in  making  the  dis- 
covery. He  called  on  Dr.  Morton  on  the  23d,  and  it  was  then  arranged  that  Dr. 
Jackson  was  to  have  1^500  for  the  information  he  had  given  Dr.  Morton,  if  ten 
per  cent,  on  the  proceeds  of  the  patent  would  produce  that  amount. 

"  This  arrangement  between  the  parties,  settled  by  and  between  themselves, 
in  a  private  conference,  proved  by  their  subsequent  conversation  with  Mr.  Eddy, 
and  not  now  denied,  shows  conclusively  the  view  that  each  had  of  his  respec- 
tive participation  in  the  discovery.  It  was,  between  them  both,  distinctly  a 
business  transaction — an  affair  of  dollars  and  cents ;  and  cletirly  Dr.  Jackson 
called  and  introduced  the  conversation,  not  to  assert  his  rights  to  the  dis- 
covery ;  not  to  inquire  as  to  its  success,  for  of  this  public  report  had  advised  him ; 
not  to  give  any  advice  or  caution  as  to  its  further  use,  but  to  claim  a  compen- 
sation in  money  for  the  advice  and  information  he  had  given  to  Dr.  Morton  on 
the  30th  of  September;  and  $500,  if  ten  per  cent,  on  the  proceeds  of  the  patent 
would  produce  it,  was  agreed  upon  as  the  sum  to  be  paid  for  that  information. 
This  conversation  and  agreement  is  entirely  consistent  with  the  view  we  have 
thus  far  taken  of  the  case,  but  it  is  wholly  inexplicable  on  the  ground  assumed 
by  Dr.  Jackson." 
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This  agreement  being  concluded,  Dr.  Jackson  went  home,  aa  he  himsdf 
admits,  and  charged  Dr.  Morton  $500  on  his  books  for  the  information  which 
he  had  given  him.  This  is  the  first  entry  or  pen-mark  made  by  Dr.  Jackson 
with  regard  to  this  discovery  which  has  come  to  the  knowledge  of  your  com- 
mittee. It  is  true  Dr.  Jackson  insists  that  the  arrangement,  in  pursuance  of 
which  the  entry  was  made,  was  obtained  from  him  by  the  falsehood  and  subtlety 
of  Dr.  Morton.  The  assertion  is  easily  made,  but  of  little  value  against  the 
contradictory  statement  of  Dr.  Morton,  and  the  whole  sequence  of  facts  going 
ftilly  to  sustain  that  statement.  A  written  paper,  signed  by  Dr.  Jackson  on  the 
27th  of  October,  1 846,  sustains  the  aiTangement  resulting  in  the  entry  by  Dr. 
Jackson ;  but  this,  also,  he  attempts  to  invalidate,  on  the  alleged  ground  that  it 
was  altered,  without  his  knowledge  or  consent,  by  Mr.  Eddy,  the  patent  solicitor, 
after  he  had  agreed  to  sign  it,  and  before  he  signed  it,  and  that  thus  a  false 
paper  was  palmed  upon  him.  This  statement  is  also  wholly  unsupported,  and 
at  variance  with  proof  and  probability.  The  former  committee,  in  sp>eaking  of 
the  conversation  testified  to  by  Mr.  Eddy,  and  the  arrangement  that  Dr.  Morton 
should  pay  Dr.  Jackson  $500,  if  ten  per  cent,  on  the  proceeds  of  sale  would 
amount  to  it,  say : 

"  But  the  representations  and  advice  of  Mr.  Eddy,  the  common  friend  of  the 
parties,  modified  their  arrangement.  He  represented  to  Dr.  Morton  that  Dr. 
Jackson,  from  having  given  him  the  information  and  advice  spoken  of  on  the 
30th  of  September,  was  entitled  to  participate  in  the  patent  as  a  joint  discov- 
erer ;  that  if  he  were  not  joined  in  the  patent,  the  fact  of  his  giving  that 
information  would  be  used  to  impeach  the  patent ;  and  that  if  Dr  Jackson  were 
joined  as  a  patentee,  his  name,  and  his  advice  and  assistance,  would  be  useful  in 
bringing  out  the  discovery,  and  giving  it  celebrity.  With  these  arguments  Dr. 
Morton  was  satisfied,  and  consented  that  Dr.  Jackson  should  be  named  as  a 
joint  discoverer  in  the  patent.  Mr.  Eddy  also  advised  with  Dr.  Jackson,  who 
informed  him  that,  *  by  the  laws  of  the  Massachusetts  Medical  Society,  he 
would  be  prevented  from  joining  with  Dr.  Morton  in  taking  out  a  patent,  as  he 
would  be  expelled  from  the  association  if  he  did  so.  He  further  stated  that  he 
intended  to  make  a  professional  charge  of  $500  for  the  advice  he  had  given 
him,  and  that  Dr.  Morton  had  acceded  to  this ;  that  he  did  not  w^ish  his  name 
coupled  with  Dr.  Morton  in  any  manner;  that  Dr.  Morton  might  take  out  a 
patent,  if  he  desu*ed  to  do  so,  and  do  what  he  pleased  with  it.'  At  a  subse- 
quent interview,  prior  to  the  27th  October,  Mr.  Eddy  urged  Dr.  Jackson  to 
waive  his  objections  to  associating  with  Dr.  Morton,  as  *  1  was  confident  that 
he  was  mistaken  in  his  views  as  to  what  would  be  the  action  of  the  medical 
association;  that  Dr.  Morton  could  not  properly  take  out  a  patent  without  him; 
and  that  by  joining  in  the  patent,  he  would,  of  a  certainty,  be  obtaining  credit 
as  a  discoverer;  whereas,  should  he  not  do  so,  he  might  lose  all  credit,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  magnetic  telegraph,  which,  I  understood  from  Dr.  Jackson,  he  had 
suggested  to  Professor  Morse.'  The  objection  as  to  the  medical  society  was 
removed  on  consultation  with  Dr.  Gould.  Dr.  Jackson  consented  to  join  in  the 
patent,  and  it  was  agreed  that  he  should  have  ten  per  cent,  of  the  proceeds  for 
his  interest  in  it.'* 

In  settling  the  question  to  whom  belongs  the  honor  of  the  discovery,  it  is 
unimportant  whether  Dr.  Jackson  did  or  did  not  desire  to  give  it  freely  to  the 
world.  Such  desire,  if  he  had  it,  did  not  make  the  discovery  his ;  and  if  it 
were  not  in  fact  his,  the  desire  is  without  merit.  In  one  point  of  view  only  is 
the  patent  question  and  contest  relevant,  namely :  to  show  what  the  parties 
understood  of  their  several  rights ;  nor  would  we  touch  upon  that,  after  the 
above  examination  of  the  subject  by  the  former  committee  of  the  House,  but  to 
add  to  it  another  item  of  evidence.  After  this  controversy  had  arisen  and  waxed 
warm,  on  the day  o?  JawviBiiy,  \%41 ,  "^l^^^x^*  Lanxx^  &  Hays,  the  counsel 


DR.   WM.   T.   G.   MORTON.  141 

for  Dr.  Jacksou,  addressed  a  letter  to  Dr.  Morton,  of  which  the  following  is  an 
extract  : 

"It  seemed  best  that  the  differences  between  Dr.  Jackson  and  yourself  should 
not  be  made  public ;  on  the  contrary,  that  it  should  be  generally  understood  the 
difficulties  were  in  the  course  of  adjustment.  •  •  •  y^Q  have  uniformly 
said,  when  inquired  of,  that  we  were  making  arrangements  that  we  hoped  would 
distribute  the  profits  of  the  discover}'  in  such  a  manner  that  would  be  satisfactory 
to  all  parties.  i 

"  Under  the  present  circumstances  of  the  case,  we  think  the  least  that,  in  justice 
to  yourself  and  Dr.  Jackson,  you  can  offer,  is  twenty-five  per  cent,  of  the  profits 
arising  from  the  invention,  both  at  home  and  abroad,  in  settlement  of  his  claim 
upon  you.        »•••*••• 

"  It  is  our  wish  to  settle  this  matter  amicably,  if  possible.  We  hope  you  will 
see,  by  our  suggestions,  that  we  wish  only  to  have  a  fair  distribution  of  the 
profits  of  a  discovery  made  among  those  who  cannot,  if  they  disagree,  effectually 
sustain  the  patent,  and  which,  if  sustained,  promises  to  give  to  all  parties  large 
sunm  of  money  for  their  united  co-operation.** 

The  proposition  was  rejected  by  Dr.  Morton.  This  transaction  shows  the 
view  that  the  parties  each  entertained,  at  that  time,  of  his  rights  in  the  discovery, 
and  it  does  not,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  place  Dr.  Jackson  in  a  favor- 
able position  to  denounce  the  patent,  in  the  profits  of  which  he  desired  thus  to 
participate,  as  " an  infamous  speculation  on  human  suffering** 

The  former  committee  proceed  to  say : 

"  Your  committee  do  not  feel  that  on  this  question  of  fact  the  parties  ought 
to  be  bound  by  the  legal  conclusions  of  their  common  friend,  Mr.  Eddy,  or  by 
the  papers  which  they  executed  in  pursuance  of  his  legal  advice.  But  they  do 
consider  the  communications  made  by  them  at  the  time  to  Mr.  Eddy,  the  mutual 
agreement  of  the  parties  between  themselves  as  touching  the  discovery,  and  the 
facts  admitted  by  them  on  the  consultation,  as  matter  of  the  utmost  importance 
and  significance.  A  voluntary  agreement  took  place  between  the  pai'ties  on  that 
day,  of  which  both  must  have  understood  the  full  force  and  effect,  and  to  which 
neither  seems  to  have  been,  or  probably  could  have  been,  impelled  by  advice  or 
counsel.  It  was  that  the  whole  right  to  use  the  discovery  under  the  patent 
should  be  and  was  assigned  to  Dr.  Morton,  he  paying  to  Dr.  Jackson  ten  per 
cent,  on  all  sales  for  licenses. 

"  Your  committee  cannot  here  fail  to  remember  the  unqualified  terms  of  con- 
tempt and  reprobation  in  which  Dr.  Jackson  had,  during  the  preceding  part  of 
the  month,  down  almost  to  the  very  date  of  this  arrangement,  spoken  of  Dr.  Morton 
and  his  alleged  ignorance  and  recklessness  in  the  use  of  this  agent.  They  can- 
not conceive  it  possible,  if  he  felt  himself  to  be  the  true  discoverer,  that  he  would, 
by  solemn  contract,  relinquish  all  power  over  his  discovery,  and  place  it  solely  in 
the  hands  of  a  man  of  whom  he  thought  so  ill.  Dr.  Jackson  indignantly  repels 
the  idea  that  it  was  done  for  the  purpose  of  gain,  and  we  think  it  could  not  be 
the  case,  as  the  pittance  reserved  to  him,  if  he  conceived  himself  the  true  dis- 
coverer, was  despicably  small.  And  how  could  he  hope  to  acquire  foime  by 
abandoning  the  most  important  discovery  of  the  age?— one  which,  if  it  were  his, 
and  if,  under  the  auspices  of  his  reputation,  with  his  skill  and  science,  it  were 
presented  to  the  world,  could  not  fail  to  place  him  on  the  highest  scientific  and 
professional  eminence.  How  could  he  hope  to  acquire  fame  by  thus  surrendering 
all  control  over  the  discovery,  and  placing  it  in  the  hands  of  such  a  man  as  he 
had  represented  and  still  represents  Dr.  Morton  to  be. 

"A  careful  examination  of  the  above  detailed  acts  and  conversations  of  the 
parties,  down  to  the  27th  of  October,  about  which  it  would  seem  to  your  com- 
mittee there  could  be  no  doubt,  renders  it  clear,  almost  to  demonstration,  that 
neither  Dr.  Jackson  nor  Dr.  Morton,  nor  any  of  those  who  had  witnessed  or 
aided  in  the  operation,  supposed  that  Dr.  Jackson  was  entitled  to  the  merit  ot 
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this  discovery,  or  any  other  merit  than  that  of  having  communicated  imporUait 
information  to  Dr.  Morton ;  and  if  we  trace  the  conduct  of  the  parties  further, 
this  opinion  is  but  confirmed. 

"On  the  7th  of  November  a  capital  operation  was  performed  by  Dr.  Hajriraid 
in  the  hospital,  the  patient  being  under  the  influence  of  sulphuric  ether,  admin- 
istered by  Dr.  Morton.  Dr.  Warren,  being  informed  by  Dr.  Jackson  that  ht 
suggestea  the  use  of  sulphuric  ether  to  Dr.  Morton,  invited  him  to  attend  and 
administer  the  ether.  He  declined,  for  two  reasons :  one  was,  that  he  was 
going  out  of  town ;  the  other,  that  he  could  not  do  so  consistently  with  his 
arrangements  with  Dr.  Morton.  So  the  first  capital  operation,  under  the  influence 
of  ether,  was  successfully  perfonned,  Dr.  Jackson  not  yet  thinking  fit  to  attend. 
But  in  a  communication  published  in  the  Boston  Daily  Advertiser  of  March 
1,  1847,  he  says :  *  I  was  desirous  of  testing  the  ether  in  a  capital  operation, 
and  Dr.  Warren  politely  consented  to  have  the  trial  made ;  and  its  results 
proved  entirely  satisfactory,  an  amputation  having  been  performed,  under  the 
influence  of  the  ethereal  vapor,  without  giving  any  pain  to  the  patient.*  It 
strikes  the  mind  with  some  surprise  that  Dr.  Jackson  should  claim  this  opera- 
tion as  an  experiment  made  by  him,  at  his  request,  and  to  satisfy  himself  of 
the  efiicacy  of  the  *  ethereal  vapor*  in  a  capital  operation,  when  the  only  con- 
nexion which  he  had  with  the  operation  was  to  decline  attending  it  when  spe- 
cially invited.  Indeed,  so  entirely  did  he  omit  to  inform  himself  on  the  sub- 
ject of  this  expcrhnent,  which  he  declares  to  be  his,  that  in  the  above  com- 
munication he  names  Dr.  Warren  as  the  surgeon  who  performed  the  operation, 
which  was,  in  fact,  performed  by  Dr.  Hayward. 

"Another  surgical  operation  was  peifonned  at  the  Bromfield  House  on  the 
2l8t  of  November,  the  ether  again  administered  by  Dr.  Morton.  Dr.  Jackson 
was  then  present  for  the  first  time,  on  invitation,  but  merely  a^  a  spectator. 
On  the  2d  of  January,  1847,  an  operation  was  performed  in  the  hospital,  when 
Dr.  Jackson  attended,  and  brought  with  him  a  bag  of  oxygen  gas,  to  relieve 
the  patient  from  asphyxia  in  case  it  should  supervene.  Nothing  of  the  kind 
occurred,  and  the  gas  was  not  used.  This  is  the  first  and  only  act  of  Dr.  Jack- 
8on*8  made  known  to  your  committee  which  implied  that  he  had  any  duty  to 
perform  in  the  administration  of  the  ether,  or  that  he  rested  under  any  respon- 
sibility as  to  its  effects.'* 

Among  the  papers  not  heretofore  presented,  Dr.  Jackson  has  brought  before 
your  committee  a  letter  of  George  T.  Dexter,  dated  December  19,  1851,  in 
which  the  writer  states  that  Dr.  Jackson  in  the  year  1842  communicated  to  him 
his  discovery  of  sulphuric  ether  as  an  anaesthetic  agent,  and  spoke  of  it  freely, 
earnestly,  and  confidentially,  as  a  means  of  alleviating  much  human  suffering 
in  surgical  operations ;  that  in  the  winter  of  1842  the  witness  called  on  Dr. 
Jackson  in  his  laboratory,  who  told  him  he  continued  his  experiments  with 
sulphuric  ether,  and  that  it  was  likely  to  prove  all  that  he  had  anticipated,  or 
more. 

We  hear  nothing,  however,  from  any  other  quarter  of  continued  experiments 
by  Dr.  Jackson  after  that  of  the  winter  of  1841-*42.  Dr.  Jackson  himself 
does  not  profess  to  have  made  any. 

There  is  also  a  letter  from  D.  J.  Browne,  who  says  that  in  1845  Dr.  Jackson 
stated  to  him  that  he  had  discovered  in  the  vapor  of  pure  sulphuric  ether  a 
preventive  of  pain  in  surgical  operations,  and  that  he  spoke  of  its  effects  in 
such  operations  with  entkus^iusm.  To  both  these  gentlemen  he  made  his  com- 
munications in  confidence,  and  no  written  statement  of  it  appears  from  either  of 
them  until  December,  1851,  four  years  after  the  discovery  was  a  subject  of 
public  contest,  and  not  until  after  the  scientific  papers  had  been  for  nearly  as  long 
filled  with  the  statements  and  evidence  of  the  conflicting  claimants.  Without 
imputing  any  wilful  aberration  from  truth  to  either  of  the  above-named  persons, 
your  committee  think  it  but  just  to  remark  that  their  evidence,  so  far  as  correct- 
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ness  of  memory  is  concerned,  is  entitled  to  much  less  weight  than  it  would  have 
been  if  given  while  the  controversy  was  fresh  and  rife,  and  before  full  publica- 
tion. There  is  certainly  great  danger  that  a  witness  who  has  read  with  feelings 
of  partiality  the  mass  of  evidence  exhibited  in  this  controversy,  and  the  con- 
flicting publications  of  the  parties  and  their  friends,  will,  when  he  attempts  to 
state  a  conversation  relative  to  the  subject,  which  occurred  six  or  nine  years 
ago,  blend  with  his  recollection  of  it  the  statements  and  the  evidence  which 
has  been  four  years  with  it  in  his  mind,  and  thus  cause  the  one  to  be  colored  by 
or  mistaken  for  the  other.  For  reasons  akin  to  this,  the  English  courts  of 
chancery  will  not  pennit  a  witness  to  be  examined  in  a  cause  after  publication 
of  the  evidence.  And,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  this  evidence  weighs 
but  as  dust  in  the  balance  against  the  evidence  growing  out  of  the  acts  and 
omissions  of  Dr.  Jackson,  which  your  committee  have  already  considered.  Dr. 
Jackson  may  have  told  these  persons  all  that  he  wrote  to  M.  Elie  de  Beaumont 
on  the  13th  of  November,  1846,  but  even  this  your  committee  think  improbable. 
He  may  have  repeated  in  his  own  person  the  speculations  of  Dr.  Beddoes  and 
Sir  Humphrey  Davy,  connected  with  the  experiments  of  Dr.  Townsend.  Dr. 
Wells  did  this,  and  even  more.  This  knowledge  of  these  speculations  had 
become  the  common  possession  of  the  medical  mind,  a  common  highway,  in 
which  it  was  not  discovery  to  travel.  And  it  involves  no  improbability  to  sup- 
pose that  these  persons  were  mistaken  as  to  the  exact  statement  that  Dr.  Jack- 
son made  them,  and  that  it  is  colored  and  extended  in  their  letters. 

The  last  deposition  of  Dr.  N.  C.  Keep,  laid  before  the  former  committee  of  the 
House  shortly  before  the  coming  in  of  their  report,  shows  what  wild  freaks  feeling 
and  imagination  sometimes  play  with  human  memory.     He  testifies  as  follows : 

"I  became  associated  in  the  business  and  practice  of  dentistry  with  Dr.  Mor- 
ton on  the  28th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  1846.  On  the  next  day  we  were 
about  to  prepare  an  advertisement  for  publication,  when  Dr.  Augustus  A.  Gould 
called  at  our  rooms.  Being  pressed  with  business,  I  requested  him  to  write  the 
advertisement,  with  which  request  he  complied.  After  he  had  written  it,  which 
he  did  at  his  own  house,  he  brought  it  to  me,  and  we  read  it  together.  In  it  the 
discovery  of  etherization,  without  any  suggestion  having  been  made  by  me  to 
that  effect,  was  ascribed  in  explicit  terms  to  Dr.  Charles  T.  Jackson.  Dr. 
Gould,  pointing  with  his  finger  to  the  words  in  which  this  ascription  was 
expressed,  said  to  me  *That  will  please  Jackson.'  I  then  showed  the  advertise 
ment  to  Dr.  Morton,  and  we  read  it  together.  He  then  exclaimed  with  empha- 
sis, 'That  is  good ;  I  like  that;  I'll  take  it  to  the  printer.'  Copies  of  the  adver- 
tisement were  made  under  the  direction  of  Dr.  Morton,  and,  as  I  supposed  at  the 
time,  without  alteration,  and  published  by  his  order  in  three  evening  newspa- 
pers. On  seeing  the  advertisement  in  the  Evening  Traveller,  on  the  evening  of 
the  same  day,  I  was  greatly  surprised  to  find  that  the  words  which  ascribed  the 
ether  discovery  to  Dr.  Jackson  had  been  struck  out.  The  next  morning  I  called 
the  attention  of  Dr.  Morton  to  the  fact,  and  asked  him  why  he  struck  out  those 
words.  He  hesitated,  and  seemed  not  to  know  what  to  say,  when  I  said  to  him : 
'Morton,  why  do  you  quarrel  with  Jackson?  You  injure  yourself  and  injure 
the  cause.'  His  reply  was:  *I  wouldn't  if  he  would  behave  himself.  The 
credit  of  the  discovery  belongs  to  Dr.  Jackson ;  Jackson  shall  have  the  credit 
of  it;  I  want  to  make  money  out  of  it.' 

"  I  stated  the  foregoing  facts  to  my  family  on  the  aforesaid  evening,  and 
afterwards  to  other  individuals.  I  have  heretofore  declined  voluntarily  testify- 
ing to  them,  but  consider  that  I  have  no  right,  upon  a  call  of  such  a  natiu-e  as 
is  now  made  upon  me,  to  withhold  the  testimony. 

"N.  C.  KEEP. 

"Boston,  February  8,  1849." 
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On  this  the  former  committee  remark : 

"  When  this  deposition  was  received,  the  chairman  of  jour  committee  showed 
it  to  Dr.  Morton,  who  in  a  few  minutes  brought  to  him  a  bound  book  entitled 
'Miscellaneous  Notes.'  On  the  91st  pj^e  was  a  manuscript  in  the  handwriting 
of  Dr.  A.  A.  Gould,  written  evidently  on  the  outside  sheet  of  a  letter  address^ 
to  Dr.  A.  A.  G.,  and  postmarked  'Washington  city,  D.  C,  July  9,'  from  all 
which  it  was  most  manifest  that  this  was  the  original  drafl  of  the  advertisement 
testified  to  by  Dr.  Keep.  This  paper,  contrasted  with  the  evidence  of  Dr. 
Keep  as  the  contents  of  an  original  draft,  fixes  in  the  minds  of  your  committee 
the  just  value  of  this  species  of  evidence.     The  paper  is  as  follows : 

"  *  The  subscribers,  having  associated  themselves  in  the  business  of  dental 
surgery,  would  respectfully  invite  their  friends  to  call  on  them  at  their  roonu. 
No.  19  Tremont  Row.  They  confidently  believe  that  the  increased  facilities  which 
their  united  experience  will  afford  them  of  performing  operations  with  elegance 
and  despatch,  and  the  additional  advantage  of  having  them  performed  without 
pain,  by  the  use  of  the  fluid  recently  invented  by  Doctors  Jackson  and  Mort<Mi, 
will  not  only  meet  the  wishes  of  their  former  patients,  but  secure  to  them  addi- 
tional patronage.* " 

Your  committee  also  examined  the  original  paper,  which  is  the  subject  of  the 
above  deposition,  and  are  satisfied  that  it  has  never  been  altered  by  erasure  or 
interlineation  since  it  came  from  the  hands  of  Dr.  Gould.  The  entire  narrative, 
therefore,  of  Dr.  Keep  that  the  paper  originally  conceded  the  whole  merit  of  the 
discovery  to  Dr.  Jackson,  the  conversation  relating  to  thatf  the  alteration  by 
Dr.  Morton  before  publication,  the  reproof  given  him  by  the  witness,  and  Dr. 
Morton's  reply,  still  insisting  that  the  credit  was  due  to  Dr.  Jackson,  and  Uut 
he  should  have  it,  is  all  shown  to  be  false  from  beginning  to  end — the  mere  crea- 
tion of  an  excited  imagination — not  an  error  in  regard  to  the  force  of  terms,  as 
is  probably  the  case  in  the  two  depositions  considered  above,  but  a  statement 
which,  by  a  fortunate  reference  made  in  it  to  a  written  paper,  is  proved  to  haro 
no  foundation  whatsoever  in  truth. 

Your  committee  cannot  better  present  their  views  of  the  mass  of  evidence 
filed  before  the  former  committee  of  the  House  than  by  here  embodying  in  its 
connexion  so  much  of  their  report  as  relates  to  it.     They  say : 

"The  testimony  of  Don  P.  Wilson  and  J.  E.  Hunt,  who  were  assistants  in 
Dr.  Morton's  shop  for  a  few  months,  commencing  in  November,  1846,  is  adduced 
to  impeach  the  evidence  of  Leavitt,  Spear,  and  Hayden,  by  their  alleged  declara- 
tions, and  the  title  of  Dr.  Morton  to  the  discovery,  by  his  declarations.  Thi? 
is  a  species  of  testimony  against  which  the  books  on  evidence  especially  put  ns 
on  our  guard.  It  is  a  sweeping  kind  of  evidence  which  covers  everything,  and 
if  the  imputed  conversation  be  private^  or  if  it  be  general,  (as  he  *  often  said,' 
or  'always  said,')  it  is  often  difficult  to  subject  the  evidence  to  the  ordinary 
tests  of  surrounding  circumstances  and  inherent  probability,  so  as  to  fix  its  value. 
There  is  enough,  however,  in  these  depositions  to  show  that  they  are  of  but  little 
weight.  It  is  to  be  remembered,  in  the  first  place,  that  they  are  in  direct  con- 
tradiction to  the  testimony  of  Whitman,  Spear,  Leavitt,  and  Hayden,  and  thej 
contradict  by  strong  implication  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Metcalf  and  Mr.  Wight- 
man,  the  character  of  all  and  each  of  whom  is  most  satisfactorily  vouched.  The 
testimony  of  these  two  witnesses  cannot  be  true,  unless  the  fii^st  four  above 
named  entered  into  a  conspiracy  to  carry  a  point  by  perjury;  but,  as  to  them, 
we  have  examined  their  evidence — we  have  tested  it  by  its  agreement  with  sur- 
rounding circumstances — and  we  are  satisfied  of  its  truth. 
.  "  This  of  itself  would  be  enough  to  dispose  of  the  testimony  of  Wilson  and 
Hunt ;  but  it  is  propor  to  look  at  the  inherent  character  of  their  evidence. 

"  Wilson,  in  the  commencement  of  his  deposition,  swears^  by  way  of  recital, 
that  Dr.  Charles  T.  Jackson  was  the  discoverer  of  the  application  of  ether  to 
produce  insenaibiWty  to  "^a\Tvm  wvt^^ial  Qi^^x^>C\Qi\i'e>\  ^csA^^aassiv^  other  things. 
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le  says,  •  Morton  fint  claimed  the  discovery  to  he  hi^  owuy  in  Februar}^,  1847. 
To  say  nothing  of  the  looseness  and  total  want  of  caution  with  which  the  fact  of  the 
liscovery  is  stated — a  fact  of  which  Mr.  Wilson  certainly  had  no  knowledge 
irhatever — he  testifies  directly  against  the  recorded  fact  in  the  second  particu- 
ar,  for  Dr.  Morton  did  claim  the  discovery  as  early  as  September  30,  1846, 
,nd  his  claim  was  given  to  the  world  the  next  day  in  the  public  prints.  His 
laim,  and  his  alone,  was  known  to  the  surgeons  of  the  hospital  during  the  month 
•f  October,  and  his  public  circulars  and  the  numerous  answers  to  tliem,  which 
le  has  exhibited  to  the  committee,  show  that  during  all  that  time,  and  at  all 
imes,  he  claimed  the  discovery  publicly  and  to  the  world  as  his  own.  The 
ritness  goes  on  to  say :  '  In  the  administration  of  the  ether  I  was  guided  by, 
nd  solely  relied  upon,  the  advice  and  assurances  of  Dr.  Jackson,  received 
brough  Morton.  We  never  dared  to  follow  Morton^s  own  directions — and  adds 
hat,  &*  they  had,  the  conseauences  would  probably  have  been  fatal,  and  ether- 
zation  a  failure.  And  further,  that  he  never  knew  Morton  *  to  apply  it  to  a 
Hitient  in  the  office.  This  was  from  a  most  apparent  fear  and  shunning  of 
esponsibility.' 

"  Now,  as  to  the  advice  and  assurances  of  Dr.  Jackson,  alleged  to  have  been 
eceived  from  time  to  time  through  Dr.  Morton,  we  have  no  reason  to  suppose 
hat  any  such  repeated  intercourse  and  communication  took  place  during  that 
ime,  and  we  have  no  evidence  of  the  actual  fact  of  any  such  meeting  and  in- 
tructions.  On  the  contrary,  there  is  evidence  of  unkind  feelings  existing  on 
yr.  Jackson's  part  towards  Dr.  Morton ;  and,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee, 
he  testimony  of  Dr.  Keep  indirectly  contradicts  the  testimony  of  Wilson  on 
hat  point,  and  directly  upon  each  of  the  other  points  last  named.  Dr.  Keep's 
object,  and  the  tendency  of  his  evidence,  is  to  depreciate  Dr.  Morton ;  but  for 
aults  the  very  reverse  of  those  with  which  he  is  charged  by  Wilson,  namely, 
I  *  ra^h  recklessness,^  instead  of  *  a  most  manifest  fear  of  responsihility^  in 
fcdministering  the  ether;  and  he  evidently  is  impressed  with  the  belief,  and 
lesigns  to  let  it  be  known,  that  the  success  of  etherization  depended  upon  his 
ikill  and  prudence.  He  says,  *  it  was  his  (  Morton's)  practice  during  that  time 
o  administer  the  ether  without  any  adequate  provision  for  the  admission  of  at- 
nospherie  air ;  and  whenever  operations  were  performed  hy  other  persons  in  the 
office,  and  under  his  supervision,  he  directed  the  application  in  the  same  way, 
n  consequence  of  which  many  of  the  operations  were  unsuccessful,  and  great 
listress  and  suffering  were  induced.'  Dr.  Keep  then  states  that  he  made  araj)le 
provision  for  the  admission  of  atmospheric  air,  and  advised  the  assistants  to  do  the 
jame  thing ;  but  *  they  being  influenced  by  his  (Morton's)  directions  and  known 
wishes,  did  not  at  all  times  follow  my  advice.'  Not  a  word  is  said  by  Dr.  Keep 
)f  any  advice  or  directions  coming  from  Dr.  Jackson,  which,  if  it  had  actually 
>ccurred,  must  have  been  known  to  him,  and  would  have  formed  an  important 
item  in  the  currect  incidents  of  the  time.  The  evidence  of  these  two  witnesses 
stand  thus :  They  were  in  the  office  of  Dr.  Morton  during  the  eame  *  thirty 
lays' — Keep,  the  superior,  Wilson,  the  assistant.  Keep  says  Dr.  Morton  was 
in  the  habit  of  administering  the  ether  in  a  particular  manner,  and  that  he  was 
ra^h  and  reckless,  Wilson  says  that  he  never  administered  it  at  all,  and  that 
he  was  timid  and  shrank  from  responsibility.  But  the  surgeons  of  the  hospital 
fiigree  with  neither  one  nor  the  other,  but  show  that  he  repeatedly  administered  it 
in  the  hospital  himself  to  their  entire  satisfaction,  and  with  entire  success.  Wilson 
aays  the  assistants  in  the  office  would  not  follow  the  directions  of  Dr.  Morton, 
but  relied  upon  such  as  were  brought  from  Dr.  Jackson.  Keep  says  nothing 
about  instructions  from  Dr.  Jackson,  but  that  the  assistants  in  the  office  were 
influenced  by  the  directions  and  known  wishes  of  Dr.  Morton,  so  that  his  salu- 
tary advice  and  remonstrances  were  often  of  no  avail.  Wilson  S8^s  Dr.  Morton. 
explained  to  him,  an  assistant  in  his  office,  very  fuWy  «\\  \\i^  ^«t<vsx3\ftx^  ^^  "^^ 
iiflcovery  and  patent;  but,  to  Dr.  Keep,  hia  partiieT,\i^  eTL\fc\Afe^^^  ^x^^^y^ra. 
Eep.  Com;  89 10 
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fidence.  We  leave  these  two  depositions  to  be  viewed  in  their  strong  contrast ; 
and  as  to  the  testimony  of  Don  P.  Wilson,  considering  its  inherent  improba- 
bility,  the  suspicious  nature  of  the  species  of  testimony  to  which  it  belongs,  the 
manner  in  which  it  is  contradicted  directly  and  indirectly  by  the  evidence  of 
Dr.  Keep;  and  when  we  ftirther  consider  that  it  is  directly  opposed  to  the 
evidence  of  Whitman,  Spear,  Leavitt,  and  Dr.  Hayden,  and  indirectly  to  that 
of  Metcalf  and  Wightman,  and  that  it  is  also  in  direct  conflict  with  nmnerons 
public  printed  cards  and  notices  of  the  day,  we  feel  that  we  cannot  give  it  the 
slightest  weight  or  consideration. 

"  The  testimony  of  John  E.  Hunt  is  subject  to  the  same  objections  with  those 
of  Don  P.  Wilson,  and  other  objections  which  your  committee  will  now  proceed 
to  notice.  In  order  to  bring  out  a  declaration  on  the  part  of  Spear,  that  he  had 
never  taken  ether,  he  represents  him  as  taking  it  one  evening,  and  in  the  excite- 
ment produced  by  it  seizing  upon  a  countryman  present  and  handling  him 
roughly.  The  apology  which  Spear  makes  to  the  countryman  is,  '  this  was  the 
first  time  he  had  ever  taken  the  ether;'  not  that  it  was  the  first  time  ether  so  affected 
him,  or  that  the  rudeness  was  committed  under  the  influence  of  ether,  but  that 
it  was  the  first  time  he  had  ever  taken  the  ether — a  fact  which  had  little  to  do  with 
the  act  of  rudeness,  and  was  a  most  irrelevant  apology.  But  the  inquiry  there- 
upon made  by  Mr.  Hunt  is  most  remarkably  inconsequent ;  he  having  heard 
Spear  say  that  it  was  the  first  time  he  had  ever  taken  ether,  asks  him  if  it  'ever 
affected  him  in  the  same  way  before.*  Now,  if  he  had  been  pressing  Spear  with 
a  cross-examination  in  order  to  entrap  him  in  some  important  admission,  the  in- 
quiry might,  perhaps,  have  been  made ;  but  it  was  then  a  matter  of  no  import- 
ance whatever  whether  Spear  had  breathed  the  vapor  of  ether  or  not,  and  it 
becomes  in  the  highest  degree  improbable  that  both  branches  of  the  convena- 
tion,  so  inconsistent  with  each  other,  actually  occurred;  and  as  the  statement 
contradicts  the  testimony  of  so  many  respectable  witnesses,  and  is  in  itself  im- 
probable, your  committee  do  not  feel  bound  to  give  it  credence.  Again,  in  a 
walk  with  Spear,  Hunt  gets  from  him  a  full  disclosure  of  the  discovery,  and  a 
statement  that  it  belonged  to  Dr.  Jackson.  According  to  this.  Dr.  Morton  got 
the  requisite  information  and  instructions  from  Dr.  Jackson,  came  home,  taied  it 
on  a  woman,  and  it  worked  first  rate ;  and  he  had  since  then  continued  to  use  it 
under  the  directions  of  Dr.  Jackson.  The  evidence  shows  that  Spear  "well 
knew  that  the  experiment  was  not  tried  on  a  woman,  but  on  a  man  whose  certifi- 
cate was  read  next  day  by  hundreds  in  the  city  of  Boston.  But  the  witness  evi- 
dently took  this  part  of  the  story  from  the  narrative  of  Don  P.  Wilson  (whm 
deposition  was  taken  on  the  same  day)  about  the  refractory  female  patieot 
named  in  the  conversation  with  Dr.  Jackson  on  the  30th  of  September,  who  was 
to  be  cheated  with  atmospheric  air  administered  from  a  gas-bag. 

"  From  among  the  thousands  with  whom  Dr.  Morton  communicated  touching 
this  disco veiy,  during  the  winter  of  1846  and  1847,  some  six  or  seven,  with 
whom  he  had  personal  controversies,  testify  to  his  admissions  that  he  was  iK*t 
the  discoverer.  They  differ  as  to  the  degrees  of  directness  and  fullness  with 
which  he  opened  the  matter  to  them,  but  it  will  be  found,  as  your  committ« 
believe,  to  be  a  rule  in  this  case,  having  no  exception,  that  the  more  violent  the 
hostility  of  the  individual  the  more  fiercely  he  assailed  Dr.  Morton's  patent,  the 
more  free  Morton  became  in  his  communication,  and  the  more  fnlly  did  he  un- 
bosom himself;  and  his  statements  always  went  directly  to  defeat  his  own 
claims  and  support  the  defence  of  the  opponent  to  whom  he  made  it.  For  ex- 
ample, H.  S.  Payne  says  *  that,  in  the  early  part  of  December,  1846,  he  com- 
menced applying  the  vapor  of  ether  to  produce  insensibility  to  pain  in  surgical 
operations.  This  was  after  I  had  heard  of  the  discovery  of  the  preparatioii  bv 
Charles  T.  Jackson,  of  the  city  of  Boston.'  He  then  states  that  Dr.  Clarke 
purchased  of  Dx.  "MLoxtftiv  a  x\^\.,  >vxidfcT  the.  patent,  for  Rensselaer  and  serefil 
adjoining  conntieai^wYio  ^o\^\.o\iT.^^T^O^.%  a^A^^T.^^^^^s^'^'^Sfc.^'a^^^Vi.^Dr. 


DB.  WH    T.   G.  MORTON.  147 

Blake,  as  the  agent  of  Dr.  Morton,  to  abandon  the  use  of  ether  in  his  practice. 
After  failing  in  an  attempt  at  negotiation  with  Dr.  Bordell  he  went  to  Boston 
and  "had  an  interview  with  Dr.  Morton,  who  not  once  only,  but  repeatedly, -de- 
clared that  Dr.  Jackson  was  the  sole  discoverer ;  •  that  all  the  knowledge  he 
possessed  in  relation  to  its  properties  and  application  came  from  Dr.  Jackson, 
and  that  he  never  had  any  idea  of  applying  sulphuric  ether,  or  that  sulphuric 
ether  could  be  applied  for  the  aforesaid  purposes  until  Dr.  Jackson  had  sug- 
gested it  to  him,  and  had  given  him  full  instructions.'  This  most  frank  com- 
munication raises  at  once  a  difficulty  about  the  patent,  which  is  obviously  void 
if  that  statement  be  true ;  and  Dr.  Morton  attempts  to  remove  it  by  saying  *  that 
he  had  been  very  fortunate  in  effecting  an  arrangement  with  Dr.  Jackson  be- 
fore any  one  else  had  the  opportunity,  and  that  he  was  the  first  man  to  whom 
Dr.  Jackson  communicated  the  discovery.*  And  he  adds  :  *  Dr.  Morton  a^ain 
and  again  said  that  he  was  not  in  any  way  the  discoverer  of  the  new  applica- 
tion of  ether,  but  that  the  idea  had  been  first  communicated  to  him  by  Dr.  Jack- 
son, who  was  its  discoverer,  and  that  his  (Dr.  Morton's)  interest  in  the  patent 
ivas  merely  a  purchased  one;  and,  moreover,  that  he  was  very  lucky  in  antici- 
pating all  other  persons  by  first  receiving  so  precious  a  discovery  from  the  lips 
of  Dr.  Jackson.' 

"  After  seeing  the  ftdlness  and  unreserved  character  of  this  important  conver- 
sation, and  the  apparent  earnestness  with  which  Dr.  Morton  attempts  to  impress 
the  fact  that  he  had  no  participation  whatever  in  the  discovery,  not  satisfied  with 
suffering  it  to  escape  him  inadvertently  or  even  stating  it  once,  but  repeating  it 

*  again'  and  *  again,*  as  if  he  were  anxious  to  impress  it,  one  could  not  but  be  sur- 
prised to  know  that  Dr.  Payne,  before  this  conversation,  had  pirated  this  discovery, 
had  set  up  for  himself,  bade  defiance  to  Dr.  Morton  and  his  assignees,  and  on  his  re- 
turn home  published  a  card,  in  which  he  by  no  means  denies  that  Dr.  Morton  dis- 
covered the  thing  which  he  and  his  assignees  are  using,  but  averring  that  his  (Dr. 
Payne's)  anodyne  vapor,  which  in  his  affidavit  he  admits  to  be  sulphuric  ether, 

•  is  not  the  invention  of  the  great  Dr.  Morton,  but  an  entirely  superior  article, 
and  all  persons  must  beware  how  they  infringe  on  his  rights.'  And  the  more 
especially  is  it  surprising  when  we  reflect  that  this  state  of  facts,  which  Dr.  Mor- 
ton took  such  unusual  pains  to  repeat  and  to  impress  upon  this  his  most  determined 
opponent,  would,  if  true,  render  the  patent  wholly  void  in  his  hands,  and  put  his 
discovery  entirely  in  the  power  of  Dr.  Payne  and  all  others  who  should  see  fit 
to  avail  themselves  of  it.  There  can  be  no  absolute  proof  that  Dr.  Morton  did 
not  make  these  statements,  but  it  is  clear  that  it  was  against  his  interest  to 
uiake  them ;  and  there  is  also  full  proof  that  they  are  not  true,  and  that  they 
are  in  direct  opposition  to  his  numerous  printed  and  published  statements. 
They  are  not  true ;  for,  besides  the  six  witnesses  who  testify  directly  or  indi- 
rectly to  the  discovery  in  its  inception  and  progress,  it  distinctly  conflicts  with 
the  conversation  of  the  parties  and  their  mutual  understanding  on  the  26 ih  and 
27th  of  October,  as  testified  to  by  R.  H.  Eddy.  It  is  in  direct  conflict  with  the 
claim  promulgated  by  Dr.  Morton,  and  received  and  accredited  by  the  scientific 
gentlemen  in  the  medical  hospital  who  performed  the  operations  testing  the 
eflicacy  of  the  discovery. 

"  Dr.  Warren  says : 

"  'Boston,  January  6,  1847. 

"  *  I  hereby  declare  and  certify,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  recollection, 
that  I  never  heard  of  the  use  of  sulphuric  ether  by  inhalation,  as  a  means  of 
preventing  the  pains  in  surgical  operations,  until  it  was  suggested  by  Dr.  W.  T. 
G-  Morton  in  the  latter  part  of  October,  1846.* 

**  Since  the  above  date  the  whole  surgical  staff  of  the  hospital  Vvv?^  \RsN2NS\R.\\a 
the  same  effect. 
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"  And  alike  opposed  to  all  the  numerous  printed  circulars  wbieb  Dr.  MorioB 
and  his  agents  had  distributed  and  were  then  distributing  in  every  part  ot  the 
United  States.  It  appears  that  prior  to  this  date  Dr.  MortonV  attention  had 
been  called  to  an  opposing  claim  to  the  discovery,  and  to  the  experiments  at  the 
hospital,  and  he  had  taken  a  decided  public  stand  against  them,  as  witness  ha 
circular  published  the  20th  day  of  r^ovember,  1846,  and  the  note  tbenio 
attached : 

"  *  Dental  operations  without  pain. 

"•Boston,  Novemher  20,  1846. 

"  •  Dr.  Morton  has  made  a  great  improvement  in  dental  and  surgical  open* 
tions,  for  which  letters  patent  have  been  granted  by  the  government  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  secure  which  measures  have  been  taken  in  foreign  nations 

"  'Having  completed  the  necessary  preparations  for  the  purpose,  and  greatly 
enlarged  his  establishment.  Dr.  Morton  respectfully  announces  to  his  friends  and 
the  public  that  he  is  now  ready  to  aflford  every  accommodation  to  persons  re- 
quiring dental  operations. 

"•His  assistants  and  apartments  are  so  numerous,  and  his  entire  arrang^ 
ments  on  so  superior  a  scale,  that  immediate  and  the  best  attention  can  be  given 
to  every  case  and  in  every  branch  of  his  profession, 

"  *  The  success  of  this  improvement  has  exceeded  the  most  sanguine  expecta- 
tions, not  only  of  himself  and  patients,  but  of  the  very  skilful  and  distinguished 
surgeons  who  have  performed  operations  with  it  at  the  Massachusetts  Genenl 
Hospital,  and  other  places  in  Boston,  or  witnessed  its  use  at  his  office,  roomi 
No.  19  Tremont  row. 

"••^•Inasmuch  as  one  or  two  persons  have  presumed  to  advertise  my  im- 
provement as  their  own,  and  even  issued  notices  to  the  effect  that  the  applica- 
tions of  it  at  the  hospital  were  made  by  them,  and  that  the  certificates  of  its 
efficacy  and  value  were  given  to  them  by  the  surgeons  of  that  institution,  I  feel 
it  my  duty  to  warn  the  public  against  such  false  and  unwarrantable  statements, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  caution  all  persons  against  making,  aiding,  or  abetting 
in  any  infringement  of  my  rights,  tf  they  would  avoid  the  trouble  and  cost  of 
prosecutions  and  damages  at  law.' 

"And  your  committee  do  not  think  it  credible  that  Dr.  Morton,  resting  his 
claims  to  the  discoveiy  on  the  grounds  which  he  did — ha%4ng  a  most  decided 
public  opinion  at  home  in  his  favor  as  the  discoverer,  having  freshly  tasted  of 
the  intoxicating  draught  of  fame,  and  recently,  in  the  public  papers  and  in  cir- 
culars, asserted  his  authorship  of  the  discovery  and  defied  his  rivals — they  do 
not  think  it  credible  that  he  should  seize  the  first  occasion  which  offered,  in  con- 
versation with  a  most  determined  opponent,  to  declare  the  falsehood  of  all  that 
he  had  written,  published,  and  claimed — to  disclaim  the  honor  which  the  world 
80  generally  and  freely  accorded  to  him— confess  away  all  his  pecuniary  rights 
under  the  patent;  and  even  support  his  surrender,  disclaimer,  and  sacrifice  by  t 
self-debasing  assertion  which  he  well  knew  was  false.  The  improbability  is  too 
strong  to  allow  it  credit. 

"  But  Dr.  Payne  says  that  in  the  early  part  of  December,  1846,  he  conmienced 
his  operations  with  sulphuric  ether,  and  tnat  this  was  after  he  had  beard  of  the 
discovery  of  Dr.  Charles  T.  Jackson,  of  Boston.  How  he  beard  of  the  dis- 
covery of  Dr.  Jackson  he  does  not  say;  surely  not  by  the  information  of  the 
scientific  men  of  Boston,  for  they  attributed  the  discovery  to  Dr.  Morton;  not 
by  the  pubUc  prints,  cards,  and  advertisements,  for  the  name  of  Dr.  Mortoo 
alone  appeared  there ;  and  he  says,  in  conclusion,  that  he  was  very  much  aston- 
ished in  learning,  some  time  a^r  his  visit  to  Boston,  that  Dr.  Morton  *  asserted 
any  claim  whatever'  to  the  discovery,  and  this,  after  the  publication  and  circu- 
lation of  the  notice^,  .cards,  and  circulars  of  Dr.  Morton,  and  after  the  witness 
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had  long  been  engaged  in  an  embittered  contest  with  Dr.  Morton  and  Lis  as- 
signees, and  the  pubUcation  of  his  (Dr.  Payne's)  card.* 

"Dr.  Allen  Clarke,  who  also  testifies  to  admissions  by  Dr.  Morton,  but  much 
lees  strongly  than  Dr.  Payne,  and  whose  statement  may  well  be  the  result  of  a 
misunderstanding,  made  the  more  decided  by  hostility  to  Dr.  Morton,  and  a 
desire  to  defeat  his  patent,  was  the  purchaser  of  a  right,  for  which  he  gave  his 
note  for  $350.  He  at  length  determined  not  to  pay  the  note,  but  to  join  in 
contesting  the  patent,  and  he  expresses  the  opinion  that,  by  keeping  up  the 
controversy  for  one  year,  the  patent  would  be  broken  down.  Dr.  Blaisdell 
Bays :  *  Clarke  would  not  pay  you,  for  he  could  get  the  use  of  the  letheon  for 
one  vear  before  you  coula  get  the  license  from  them,  and  by  that  time  they 
could  ruin  the  sale  of  it  there;'  and  he  might  well  have  added,  and  with  it  the 
discoverer;  a  very  common  fortune  to  men  who  render  the  most  important 
services  to  their  race. 

"  Time,  and  the  reasonable  limits  of  a  report,  will  not  allow  your  committee 
to  dwell  upon  the  few  remaining  items  of  kindred  testimony.  The  weight  and 
strength  of  them  have  been  considered ;  and  the  residue,  like  them,  are  composed 
of  alleged  statements  by  Dr.  Morton  to  persons  with  whom  he  then  had,  or 
baa  since  had,  personal  controversies  touching  his  discovery,  and  they  are  all 
in  contradiction  to  the  claims  which  Dr.  Morton  daily  promulgated  in  print  to 
the  world.  Those  printed  papers  are,  as  your  committee  conceive,  the  best 
evidence  of  what  Dr.  Morton  all  that  time  claimed,  and  what  he  conceded  ; 
they  are  of  the  time  and  of  the  transaction ;  they  do  not  admit  of  misstatement, 
misconstruction,  or  falsification;  they  are  of  unvarying  and  exact  memory;  and 
they  speak  the  language  of  undoubted  truth  as  to  the  claims,  though  not  as  to 
the  rights  of  the  author.  His  claims,  contemporaneous  with  these  papers,  are 
wliat  these  witnesses  attack.  His  rights  we  have  •  already  considered ;  and, 
as  to  the  evidence  of  his  claims,  that  which  he  insisted  and  said  was  his,  the 
publis«hed  papers  stand  against  the  testimony  of  these  witnesses,  as  written  or 
printed  evidence  against  parol.  His  alleged  confessions,  made  under  the  most 
improbable  circumstances,  are  in  direct  contradiction  to  his  printed  circulars, 
daily  and  contemporaneously  promulgated  to  the  world.  If,  then,  these  alleged 
parol  admissions  stood  against  the  printed  and  published  papers,  without  any- 
thing beside  to  add  strength  to  either,  we  could  not,  in  our  conscience,  in 
weighing  the  conduct  of  men  by  rational  probabilities,  hesitate  to  give  the 
decided  preponderance  to  the  printed  over  the  parol  evidence.  But  the  parol 
evidence  runs  counter  to  all  the  leading  facts  in  the  case  heretofore  coneiaered 
and  established  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  by  the  most  indubitable  proof, 
while  the  printed  circulars  and  notices  entirely  agree  with  them,  and  make  with 
them  one  uniform  and  consistent  whole.  The  objects  of  the  parties,  their  claims, 
their  efforts,  their  purposes  appear  the  same  throughout.  The  deposition  of  A. 
Blaisdell  is,  however,  worthy  of  especial  comment.  At  the  time  he  professes  to 
have  had  the  conversation  in  which  Dr.  Morton  accords  all  the  merit  of  the 
discovery  to  Dr.  Jackson,  he  was  the  agent  of  Dr.  Morton,  spreading  his 
circulars  throughout  the  land ;  had  taken  care  to  send  one  of  them  to  each  and 
every  surgeon  dentist  in  New  York ;  and  yet  now  declares  that  he  was  especially 

o  "Notice. — Dr.  Payne  has  just  returned  from  Bo.-ton,  and  has  only  time  now  to  give 
notice  to  bis  frit-nds  and  the  public  that  in  a  day  or  two  he  will  be  ab'c  to  show  to  the 
pu(>lic  tbat  tbc  an(Niyne  vapor  which  he  has  used  is  not  tbe  invention  of  tbe  great  Dr. 
Morti>n,  but  an  entirely  Ruperior  article,  and  thai  he  shall  continue  to  U9e  it.  And  all  persons 
must  Ixnvare  how  they  infringe  on  his  rights."  Extract  of  a  letter  of  Mr.  E.  hilley, 
attorney  of  Dr  A.  Clarke,  of  Lansingburg,  New  York,  to  Dr  Morton's  attorney  of  Boston  : 
♦*  As  one  Dr.  H.  J  Payne,  dentist  of  the  city  of  Troy,  persists  in  the  use  of  the  apparatus 
and  gas,  and  pnx^Iaims  defiance  to  Dr.  Morton  and  any  of  his  assigns.  Dr.  Clarke  is  com- 
pletely thwMrt<"d  in  his  enjoyment  of  the  rights  secured  to  him  by  Dr.  Morton.  The 
Conduct  of  Dr.  Payne  is  particularly  annoying." 
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charged  with  the  information  which  he  takes  care  to  incalcate,  that  these 
circulars  were  all  false  in  the  most  material  point,  and  that  the  patent  whicii 
he  is  selling  is  void  by  reason  of  that  falsehood .•  He  was  at  the  same  time  in 
habits  of  almost  daily  correspondence  with  Dr.  Morton;  and  the  difficulties 
which  he  met  with  occurred  while  he  was  absent,  and  it  would  most  natnraflj 
have  suggested  itself  to  him  to  communicate  them  to  Dr.  Morton  by  letter,  aod 
in  that  way  get  his  assent  to  obviate  them  by  declaring  Dr.  Jackson  the  uk 
discoverer.  But  he  does  not  do  so ;  if  he  had,  his  letter  and  Dr.  ]VIorton*s  answer 
would  have  been  in  writing;  and,  then,  if  there  truth  were  in  the  statement 
of  those  alleged  admissions,  there  would  have  been  one  item  of  written  evidence 
to  support  them.  But  this  is  wholly  wanting.  Blaisdell  professes  to  hare 
waited  till  his  return  to  Boston,  and  then  to  have  held  a  private  conversation 
with  Dr.  Morton,  who  at  once  and  eagerly  admitted  away  his  tohcHe  daim^  bodi 
to  money  and  reputation. 

'*  It  is  remarkable  that,  in  more  than  three  months,  during  all  which  time 
these  witnesses  say  Dr.  Morton  conceded  to  Dr.  Jackson  to  merit  of  being  tbe 
*sole  discoverer,'  during  all  which  time  he  was  daily  writing  and  almost  daOy 
publishing,  there  is  not  produced  one  line  written  by  Dr.  Morton,  or  written  to 
him,  countenancing  the  idea;  nor  is  there  one  act  of  his  which  looks  to  Foch 
admission.  A  written  admission,  or  an  ambiguous  paragraph  in  writing,  which 
could  be  fairly  construed  into  an  admission,  or  a  letter  written  to  him  dtuing 
that  time,  which  could  be  reasonably  construed  to  refer  to  such  admission, 
would  be  tenfold  the  value  of  all  the  parol  testimony  now  presented  of  thoee 
admissions.  Dr.  Morton  has  shown  to  the  committee  several  bound  volumes  of 
letters  addressed  to  him  upon  this  subject,  all  of  which  recognize  him  as  tbe 
discoverer.  Viewing  these  statements  in  this  point  of  light,  comparing  than 
with  the  printed  and  published  paper8,t  in  which  Dr.  Morton  contemporaneonalj 
and  continually  asserted  his  claims  to  the  discovery,  and  finding  them  opposed, 
as  they  are,  to  the  well-settled  facts  of  the  case  already  considered,  they  weigL 
in  our  opinion,  as  dust  in  the  balance,  and  in  nowise  affect  the  well-settkd 
facts  of  the  case."  { 

^Extract  from  A  BUtiadeir 8 UUer  io  Dr.  Morton,  daUd  Ntw  York,  Dfctmbtr  29,  1846.~'*Iiffl 
seoding  (»De  of  your  circulftrs  to  every  dentist  ia  New  York." 

Ntw  Yurk,  December  31,  1846 — *'I  have  sent  a  circular  to  every  dentist  in  New  York 
city,  and  written  on  the  cover  where  I  am  to  be  foand." 

In  a  letter  from  Pittsburg,  dated  February  1,  1847,  he  writes:  *•!  gave  bima  fewdr- 
culars  to  give  his  neighbors."     Remarks  to  the  same  effect  occur  in  other  letters. 

October  26,  1846  —  **Dr.  Morton  has  discovered  a  compound,  by  inhaling  which  a  penon 
is  thrown  iuto  a  sound  sleep,  and  rendered  insensible  to  pain,"  &c 

t  ''To  TOB  Pimuo — Dr.  Morton,  surgeon  dentist,  No.  19  Tremont  row,  Boston,  bere4>T 
gives  public  notice  that  letters  patent  have  been  granted  him  by  the  governmtrnt  of  tiie 
United  States  for  his  improvement,  whereby  iiain  may  be  prevented  in  dental  and  saigioil 
operations." — (Boston  Evening  Transcript,  November  20,  1846.) 

•'  Important  information  for  the  publio  at  large. — I  (*o  hereby  give  thi«  public  notice, 
and  warn  all  persons  against  Uhing  my  invention."  **I  am  particularly  de««irou8  that  mj  in- 
vention should  not  be  abused  or  intrusted  to  ignorant  or  improper  bauds,  or  appUe<l  to 
nefarious  purposes."  "New  York  Elxpress,  Baltimore  Patriot.  United  States  (Phil»d<:lpha) 
Gazette,  will  please  insert  the  above  twice  every  week  for  four  weeks,  and  send  their  bilk 
to  this  office." — (In  same  paper,  December  4,  1846  ) 

i  In  answer  to  a  communication  by  Dr.  J.  F  Flagg.  in  which  he  threatens  to  take 
possession  of  the  invention,  and  in  which  he  attributes  the  credit  of  it,  if  there  was  anj. 
to  Dr.  C.  T.  Jackson,  Dr.  Morton  says  :  ''Unless  he  can  show — and  I  do  not  know  anybodT 
else  that  can— that  (to  use  his  own  words)  it  his  been  known  and  published  for  some  yau? 
that  the  vapor  of  sulphuric  ether  would  produce  the  visible  effects  now  said  to  be  discovertd. 
then  the  invention  is  original  " — (Boston  Eveniog  Transcript,  December  10,  1846  ) 

In  a  letter  from  Dr.  Wells  (Boston  Post,  April,  1847,)  he  makes  the  following  estnet 
from  Dr.  Morton's  letter  to  him  in  the  early  part  of  October,  1846  :  •*The  letter  which  is 
thus  introduced  with  my  signature  wa4  written  in  answer  to  one  which  I  received  tcofa  Of • 
Morton,  who  iepreaeiiXv:Oi  Vo  tcua  \Xi«X.\i^\k3aA  ^VsR.^i's^x^.d  a  compound.  *' 
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"  It  may  be  irrelevant  to  remark  that  there  is  not,  in  all  this  mass  of  deposi- 
tions and  letters,  any  contemporaneous  written  paper  supporting  Dr.  Jackson's 
claim  to  the  discovery,  or  impugning  Dr.  Morton's — all  is  parol.  Declarations 
made  by  Dr.  Jackson  asserting  the  claim,  and  declarations  made  by  Dr.  Morton, 
even  in  the  heat  of  the  controversy,  to  his  most  violent  enemies,  abandoning  his 
claims  and  surrendering  them  to  Dr.  Jackson.  But  no  written  paper  sustaining 
either.  And  where  in  two  instances  the  statement  of  Dr.  Jackson  touches  a 
paper  written  or  signed  by  himself,  he  repudiates  them  as  false,  and  as  obtained 
by  circumvention  and  fraud ;  because,  if  true,  they  disprove  his  claim.  And  in 
the  instances  in  which  the  testimony  of  his  witnesses,  testifying  to  the  admis- 
sions and  abandonment  of  Dr.  Morton,  can  be  directly  tested  by  written  papers, 
they  are  thereby  in  every  instance  proved,  to  be  false.  Your  committee  con- 
sider that  species  of  parol  evidence,  made  up  of  alleged  declarations  of  the 
parties  merely,  unsupported  by  a  single  written  paper,  but  contradicted  by  every- 
thing in  writing  which  they  touch,  entitled  to  no  weight  whatever,  against  the 
well  known  and  fully  admitted  acts  of  the  parties  in  this  case. 

Of  Dr.  Jackson's  acta,  while  the  surgeons  of  the  principal  curative  institu- 
tion in  New  England — the  Massachusetts  General  Hospital — ^were  applying  the 
critical  test  to  a  discovery  which  he  now  claims  as  his  own,  the  committee  have 
before  them  new  evidence  in  the  following  letter,  upon  which  they  forbear  to 
comment  further  than  to  remark  how  decidedly  it  confirms  the  conclusions  at 
which  they  have  already  arrived. 

Dr.  Henry  3".  Bigelow,  professor  in  Harvard  University,  and  surgeon  in  the 
Massachusetts  Greneral  Hospital,  in  answer  to  a  letter  of  the  Hon.  George  T. 
Davis,  says  : 

"Boston,  February  5,  1852. 

" Dear  Sir:  I  beg  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter,  dated  January 
21,  addressed  to  Dr.  Hay  ward.  Dr.  Townsend,  and  myself,  and  containing  the 
following  extract  from  a  written  remonstrance  of  Dr.  Charles  T.  Jackson,  which 
has  been  laid  before  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  : 

"*The  cause  of  asphyxia,  so  commonly  produced  in  the  early  administration 
of  ether  at  the  Massachusetts  Gtjneral  Hospital,  I  traced  directly  to  the  employ- 
ment of  those  valved  inhalers.  In  the  weakened  state  of  respiratory  action, 
under  anaesthetic  agents,  the  valves  are  not  raised  in  attempts  to  breathe,  and 
the  patient  is  drowned  by  the  pure  ether  or  chloroform  vapor.  On  the  removal 
of  the  valve  by  my  directions,  asphyxia  at  once  ceased  to  occur  at  the  hospital, 
and  I  had  no  occasion  to  employ  the  oxygen  gas  to  revive  the  patients,  as  I  was 
requested  to  do  by  one  of  the  eminent  surgeons  of  that  institution ;  for  no  as- 
phyxia happened  after  my  advice  was  followed,  to  throw  aside  the  inhalers  and 
use  the  sponge.' 

"  In  detailing  as  you  request  *a  precise  recollection  of  facts  upon  these  points 
BO  far  as  they  fell  under  my  personal  observation,'  I  may  say  that,  to  the  best 
of  my  knowledge,  being  very  familiar  with  those  early  experiments  at  the  hos- 
pital, generally  administering  the  ether  myself: 

"  1st.  There  was  no  more  asphyxia  then  from  ether  than  there  is  now. 

"  2d.  There  was  cei'tainly  no  period  at  which  asphyxia  at  once  ceased  to 
occur  at  the  hospital. 

•*  3d.  This  alleged  asphyxia  had  little  or  no  connexion  with  any  valves. 

"  4th.  I  never  heard  that  any  valves  were  suppressed,  nor  that  Dr.  Jackson 
suppressed  them. 

"  5th.  Asphyxia,  as  it  then  occurred,  was  of  no  great  importance,  and  was 
dependent  upon  the  same  causes  which  sometimes  produce  it  now. 

**  6th.  When  Dr.  Jackson  brought  oxygen  gas  to  the  hospital  nobody  required 
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it ;  it  was  not  used,  nor  has  it  been,  to  my  knowledge,  anywhere  since  used  in 
this  connexion. 

"  In  reply  to  your  inquiry  how  far  Dr.  Jackson  personally  superintended  the 
early  administration  of  ether  at  the  hospital,  I  answer  not  at  all.     He  not  onlj 
exercised  no  superintendence  at  the  hospital,  assumed  no  responsibility,  but 
actually  did  not  come  there  for  more  than  two  months  after  ether  was  regularly      ■ 
in  use  in  that  institution.* 

"  I  will  venture  to  allude  to  another  point,  which  is  of  no  importance  to  anj- 
body  but  myself.     Yet  it  directly  concerns  me,  and  I  should  be  glad  of"»ii 
opportunity  to  refer  to  it,  in  order  to  refute  certain  statem^its  of  Dr.  Jackson. 
In  a  part  of  his  *  remonstrance,'  Dr.  Jackson  uses,  as  I  am  informed,  Uie  fol- 
lowing words : 

"  *  The  few  medical  gentlemen,  or  young  surgeons,  connected  with  the  hos- 
pital, who  have  not  fully  recognized  my  rights  in  this  discovery,  are,  I  lamem 
to  say  it,  anxious  to  obtain  a  larger  share  of  the  glory  than  rightfully  belongi 
to  them ;  and  one  of  themt         •        .  •  •  •  •  •  • 

"  *  Dr.  H.  J.  Bigelow  very  distinctly  claims  the  honor  of  bein^  the  first  to 
promulgate  this  great  discovery,  the  first  to  make  the  profession  acquainted 
with  it,  he  having  stealthily  published  my  discovery  before  I  was  ready  to  k? 
it  before  the  public,  and  while  I  was  temporarily  absent  from  the  city,  by  reai- 
ing  an  account  of  it  before  two  societies  of  which  I  was  and  am  now  a  mem- 
ber— the  Boston  Society  for  Medical  Improvement  and  the  American  Acadany 
of  Arts  and  Sciences — and  afterwards  published  his  paper  in  the  Boston  Medical 
and  Surgical  Journal,  against  my  solemn  protest  and  denunciation  of  it  as  fake, 
unjust,  and  quackish.  In  that  paper,  a  copy  of  the  Journal  containing  which  I 
send  to  you,  please  observe  that  the  nature  of  the  agent  used  is  carefully  con- 
cealed, and  hence  it  is  a  mere  quack  advertisement.' 

"  The  paper  above  alluded  to  was  the  first  paper  upon  the  newly -discovered 
effects  of  ether.  It  was  intended  by  Dr.  Morton,  and  did  happen  to  be  the 
instrument  by  which  the  discovery  was  announced  to  the  profession  and  the 
world  at  large,  both  in  this  country,  where  it  was  attacked  by  the  incredulous, 
and  in  Europe,  where  it  was  widely  reprinted. 

"  This  paper,J  to  quote  a  contemporary  publication,  was  intended  to  be  a  nar- 
ration of  physiological  facts  observed  by  myself,  with  a  few  concluding  remark* 
connected  with  the  patent  right.  It  was  published  more  than  five  years  ago, 
and  those  objections  of  Dr.  Jackson's  are  now  to  me  altogether  new,  and  1 
believe  they  are  also  new  to  everybody  else. 

"It  will  only  be  necessary  to  state,  in  reply:  1st.  That  Dr.  Jackson  could  not 
at  that  time,  for  the  want  of  the  requisite  facts,  have  himself  written  this  phpi- 
ological  paper.  In  fact,  that  nothing  but  his  present  assertion  shows  that  he 
had  either  the  intention  or  desire  to  do  it,  and  that  there  was  no  reason  what- 
ever to  consult  him  either  in  reading  or  writing  the  paper,  or  to  suppose  that 
he  wished  to  be  consulted. 

"  2d.  That  he  read  the  paper  before  it  was  printed,  and  assented  to  its  publica- 
tion in  print. 

•*  1.  One  thing  is  very  striking,  Dr.  Jackson  never  saw  a  single  surgical  or 
dental  operation  with  ether  until  long  after  it  was  a  confirmed  discovery,  and 
until  weeks,  if  not  months,  after  this  paper  was  printed.  As  this  paper  was  an 
account  of  the  new  physiological  effects  of  ether,  observed  in  Dr.  Morton's  and 
other  experiments.  Dr.  Jackson,  who  saw  none  of  these  experiments,  would 
have  been  unable  to  have  made  any  communication  to  a  society  upon  this  point, 
even  if  he  had  wished  to,  for  the  simple  reason  that  for  two  months  he  had  not 

«  See  Dr.  Townsend,  p.  355. 

f  A  part  of  the  Rrgument  htre  is  a  little  loose  and  is  omitted. 

j  Boston  Medical  and  ^ut^VcaA.  3oMx\i\j\,T>tcfevc^»^\>  V^^^* 
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the  requisite  matenals,  but  nobody  will  now  believe  that  he  wished  to  make 
^Lny  such  communication;  he  had,  according  to  his  own  statement,  kept  the 
matter  from  the  public  for  years,  and  we  may  reasonably  infer  that  he  would 
have  done  so  till  this  day,  if  the  disclosure  had  been  left  to  him.  And  it  is 
well  known  that  he  kept  aloof  for  a  long  time  from  any  public  connexion  with 
Dr.  Morton  or  with  ether,  while  physiological  papers  were  written  by  the  dozen 
by  other  people,  without  any  objection  on  his  part. 

"  I  should  have  been  certainly  most  happy  to  have  consulted  Dr.  Jackson 
had  I  any  idea  that,  as  he  now  pretends,  he  desired  it ;  but  even  if  I  had  done 
80,  it  is  plain  that  he  could  have  given  me  no  information  upon  the  subject 
-which  was  under  investigation,  for  he  had  no  control  whatever  over  Dr.  Mor- 
ton's experiments ;  he  had  never  seen  them,  nor  had  he  any  authority  to  make 
use  of  them  if  he  had  seen  them.  The  paper  alluded  to  was  not  designed  to 
promulgate  old  theory  nor  the  suspicions  of  two  years*  standing,  which  Dr. 
Jackson  claims,  but  new  facts,  and  for  these  I  applied  to  Dr.  Morton.  He  in- 
stituted  the  experiments ;  he  had  their  sole  control;  he  took  the  responsibility  of 
them,  while  Dr.  Jackson  kept  out  of  the  way. 

•*  The  application  of  ether  for  ansesthetic  purposes  was  at  that  time  supposed 
by  everybody  to  be  wholly  in  the  hands  of  Dr.  Morton.  Dr.  Morton,  through 
the  intervention  of  a  friend  of  his,  who  was  also  a  friend  of  my  own,  allowed 
me  to  take  notes  of  these  experiments  for  publication,  and,  as  far  as  I  know,  I 
was  the  first  person  not  connected  with  Dr.  Morton's  office,  except  Dr.  Grould, 
who  saw  these  experiments. 

"  As  to  Dr.  Jackson's  knowledge  of  the  cases  at  the  hospital,  which  are  also 
detailed  in  my  paper.  Dr.  Jackson  did  not  come  there  till  January  2,  of  the 
year  after  they  occurred. 

"  2.  When  this  paper  was  to  be  printed,  a  new  element  was  to  be  introduced 
into  it  at  the  request  of  Dr.  Morton ;  the  question  of  patent,  a  delicate  subject 
already  mooted  oy  the  interested  parties,  and  about  which  it  was  obviously 

E roper  that  Dr.  Jackson,  who  was  interested  in  it,  should  be  consulted.     Though 
e  might  not  care  who  prosecuted  or  announced  the  physiological  experiments, 
the  matter  of  patent  was  plainly  a  different  question. 

**  I  therefore  sought  an  interview  with  Dr.  Jackson,  at  his  house,  several  times. 
Failing  to  find  him,  I  left  for  him  a  verbal  request  that  he  would  be  present  at 
a  final  conference  at  the  house  of  Dr.  Gould,  where  the  paper  was  to  oe  finally 
considered  and  adjusted  before  being  printed,  especially  the  few  closing  para 
graphs,  then  for  the  first  time  appended  to  it,  and  relating  to  the  question  of 
patent. 

"  During  this  conference  the  door  was  flung  open,  and  Dr.  Jackson  entered, 
declaiming  vociferously.  He  was  quietly  asked  what  might  be  the  occasion  of 
his  excitement,  and  was  requested  to  read  the  paper  then  upon  the  table  and 
under  discussion,  and  to  see  whether  he  did  or  did  not  approve  it.  Dr.  Jackson 
examined  the  paper,  and  finding  it  to  be  of  a  strictly  physiological  character, 
touching  very  lightly  the  questions  of  patent  and  of  discovery,  he  changed  his 
tone,  ceased  to  object,  requested  one  or  more  alterations  of  the  part  bearing 
upon  these  latter  questions,  especially  the  suppression  of  a  paper  relating  to 
the  electric  telegraph,  and  assented  to  the  publication  of  the  paper. 

♦*  This  took  place  at  the  house  of  Dr.  6ould,  in  Tremont  street,  on  Sunday 
evening,  three  days  before  the  publication  referred  to,  and  in  the  presence  of 
Dr.  Gould,  Mr.  Eddy,  and  Dr.  Morton.  Dr.  Jackson  assented  to  the  publica- 
tion of  the  paper  as  it  then  stood,  and  the  conference  was  amicably  terminated. 

"  This  statement,  together  with  the  accompanying  letters  of  Dr.  Gould  and 
Mr.  Eddy,  stating  their  recollection  of  the  facts,  may  be  compared  with  the 
above  extract  from  Dr.  Jackson's  remonstrance. 

**  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

•*  HENRY  J.  BIGELOW." 
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Dr.  Jackson,  in  his  letter  to  Baron  Von  Humboldt,  says  : 

"  I  at  once  appealed  to  the  public,  destroyed  the  bond  given  me  by  Mr.  Ko^ 
ton,  and  made  the  use  of  ether  in  surgical  operations  free  to  all  mankind." 

The  transaction  of  destroying  the  bond  is  somewhat  ludicrous. 

On  the  morning  of  the  26th  May,  1847,  more  than  five  months  after  the 
patent  had  been  taken  out,  after  it  had  for  some  time  become  unavailable^  and 
br.  Morton  had  lost  a  good  deal  of  money  by  it.  Dr.  Gay  called  at  Dr.  Morton's 
office,  with  a  young  gentleman  in  his  company,  and  somewhat  dramatically 
cancelled  the  bond.  This  was  the  bond  that  secured  to  Dr.  Jackson  ten  p« 
cent,  on  the  net  profits  of  the  American  patent.  On  the  same  day  the  anni- 
versary of  the  Massachusetts  Medical  Society  took  place,  and  at  the  dinner,  in 
the  afternoon.  Dr.  Jackson  made  a  speech,  in  which  he  claimed  to  have  been 
entirely  disinterested  in  his  connexion  with  the  discovery,  and  said  he  had 
destroyed  the  bond.  He  did  not  say  that  he  had  destroyed  it  that  morning 
just  in  season  for  the  speech,  but  we  are  permitted  to  infer  that  it  was  destrojed 
at  a  time  when  it  had  some  value. 

The  inconsistency  between  these  late  claims  for  disinterestedness  on  the  part 
of  Dr.  Jackson,  and  his  unremitted  efibrts  to  obtain  the  utmost  possible  pecu- 
niary advantage  from  the  discovery,  so  long  as  there  was  any  chance  of  its 
being  profitable,  is  apparent  to  all. 

So  long  as  the  discovery  was  under  test,  and  its  result  was  uncertain.  Dr. 
Jackson  is  unseen  and  unheard.  When  it  became  evident,  from  the  two  expe- 
riments at  the  hospital,  that  the  discovery  was  of  value,  at  the  close  of  Octob^, 
Dr.  Jackson  first  appears,  and  then  only  for  the  purpose  of  claiming  compoi- 
sation  of  Dr.  Morton  for  professional  advice.  He  accepts  five  hundred  dollar*. 
His  friend  obtains  for  him  ten  per  cent,  of  the  net  profits  of  the  American  patent 
He  next  refuses  to  sign  the  European  papers  without  receiving  ten  per  cent  on  the 
foreign  patents.  From  this  he  rises  to  twenty  per  cent.,  and  on  the  28th  of 
January  he  claims  "  twenty-five  per  cent,  both  at  home  and  abroad,  as  the  least 
that  in  justice  "  can  be  offered  him ;  and  his  counsel,  of  coarse  with  his  sanc- 
tion, speaks  of  the  patent  as  one  which,  <*  if  sustained,  promises  to  give  to  all 
parties  large  sums  of  money  for  their  united  co-operation."  He  opens  m^ 
tiations  with  Dr.  Morton,  through  Mr.  Hayes,  for  obtaining  a  joint  patent  in 
France,  by  the  instrumentality  of  M.  de  Beaumont,  whose  letters  to  Dr.  Jack- 
son on  this  point  were  shown  to  Dr.  Morton.  After  all  hope  of  pecuniary 
benefit  from  the  patent  is  at  an  end,  he  cancels  the  bond,  and  with  a  strange 
forgetfulness  of  all  his  previous  conduct,  comes  out  in  the  character  of  one  who 
disdains  pecuniary  compensation.  Not  only  so,  but  he  seems  determined  that 
Dr.  Morton  shall  receive  no  compensation.  •  On  the  20th  November,  1847,  the 
physicians  and  surgeons  of  the  hospital  (with  one  exception)  prepared  a  memo- 
rial to  Congress,  setting  forth  the  importance  of  this  discovery,  and  praying  the 
government  to  make  a  payment  "  to  those  persons  who  shall  be  found,  on  inves- 
tigation, to  merit  compensation,"  on  condition  that  the  patent  be  given  up. 
Knowing  that  this  would  result  in  an  official  inquiry  into  the  discovery,  Dr. 
Morton  promoted  it  to  the  utmost  of  his  power.  Dr.  Jackson,  on  the  other 
hand,  remonstrated  against  it,  on  the  professed  ground  that  he  would  submit 
his  claims  to  no  tribunal,  and  that,  as  the  sole  discoverer,  he  wished  no  reward 
beyond  the  gratitude  of  mankind. 

It  is  well  known  that  an  effort  was  made  in  London,  by  subscription,  for  a 
donation  to  the  discoverer  of  the  effects  of  ether.  By  letters  to  gentlemen  in 
this  country  from  friends  in  London,  we  are  informed  that  a  sum,  estimated  at 
<€  10,000,  was  considered  as  secured ;  but  the  controversy  and  doubt  created  by 
Dr.  Jackson's  communications  to  the  French  Academy  caused  it  to  be  aban- 
doned. 

Dr.  Jackson  speaks  of  Dr.  Morton  in  terms  of  great  bitterness.  He  assaiU 
sih  private  character,  declaring  that  it  is  infamous,  and  that  in  knowledge  and 
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intellect  he  is  an  ignoramus  and  an  imbecile,  not  only  not  possessed  of  science, 
but  mentally  incapable  of  acquiring  it ;  and  that,  while  administering  his  anees- 
thctic  vapor  to  the  patients  at  the  hospital,  he  was  oflTensive  to  the  faculty  by 
reason  of  ignorance  and  quackery.  Much  of  his  letter  to  Baron  Von  Hum- 
boldt, which  he  filed  before  the  committee  of  1852  as  his  answer,  for  this  reason 
would  not  be  suffered  to  remain  on  the  files  of  a  court  of  chancery,  but  would 
be  stricken  out  for  scandal  and  impertinence.  Your  committee  utterly  refused, 
as  stated  above,  to  receive  evidence  of  general  character,  or  of  particular  accu- 
sation or  defence  for  or  against  either  of  the  parties  not  relevant  to  the  issue ; 
but  as  the  charges  advanced  by  Dr.  Jackson  against  Dr.  Morton  in  the  letter 
above  must  remain  on  the  files  of  the  House  and  be  printed  with  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  committee,  they  deem  it  but  just  to  say  that  these  charges  are  not 
only  not  supported  by,  but  are  utterly  inconsistent  with,  the  current  proofs  in 
this  case. 

The  evidence  presented  with  Dr.  Wells's  claim  shows  that  dental  operations 
were  in  several  instances  performed  without  pain  by  Dr.  Wells  under  the  in- 
fluence of  nitrous  oxide,  which  had  been  before  known  in  some  cases  to  pro- 
duce a  total  or  partial  asphyxia.  It  appears  also  that  the  vapor  of  sulphunc 
ether  was  thought  of,  discussed,  and  finally  rejected  by  him ;  while  the  total 
abandonment  of  the  use  of  nitrous  oxide,  and  indeed  of  every  other  agent, 
shows  that  Dr.  Wells's  experiments  were,  on  the  whole,  unsuccessful.  He  en- 
gaged in  the  search,  and  failed  to  find  the  object  of  his  pursuit.  He  attempted 
and  endeavored  assiduously  to  carry  out  the  idea  to  practical  results,  but  was 
not  successful.     There  was  great  merit  in  the  effort,  but  it  proved  a  failure. 

Dr.  Wells,  therefore,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  is  not  entitled  to  the 
honor  of  the  discovery.  He  stopped  half-way  in  the  pursuit.  He  had  the 
great  idea  of  producing  insensibility  to  pain,  out  he  did  not  verify  it  by  suc- 
cessful experiments.  He  mistook  the  means,  and  he  unfortunately  rejected  the 
true  anaesthetic  agent  as  dangerous  to  life,  and  therefore  did  not  make  the  dis- 
covery and  give  it  to  mankind.  He  did  what  Dr.  Beddoes,  Sir  Humphrey 
Davy,  and  Dr.  Townsend  had  done  about  the  close  of  the  last  century,  but 
nothing  more. 

But  he  had  the  signal  merit  of  reviving  the  investigation,  and,  probably,  of 
hastening  the  discovery.  If  an  idea  connected  with  the  subject  lay  dormant  in 
the  mind  of  any  one,  his  attempt  was  well  calculated  to  awaken  it  into  life. 
When,  in  the  fall  of  1844,  he  made  his  public  attempt,  in  Boston,  to  produce 
anaesthesia  during  a  dental  operation,  by  the  use  of  nitrous  oxide,  if  Dr.  Jack- 
son had  indeed  made  and  perfected  this  discovery,  and  felt  an  abiding  confidence 
in  its  truth,  who  can  doubt  that  he  would  have  availed  himself  of  that  occasion, 
or  have  been  reminded  by  it,  to  make  for  himself  another,  at  an  early  day,  of 
publicly  exhibiting  and  testing  the  true  anaesthetic  agent  ? 

The  question  of  discovery,  which  your  committee  has  thus  endeavored  to  ex- 
amine, was  every  way  proper  to  be  tried  and  settled  by  intelligent  men,  as  a 
jury  of  the  vicinage,  which  was  proposed  by  Dr.  Morton  and  refused  by  Dr. 
Jackson.  But  it  was  finally  tried  by  a  most  appropriate  tribunal,  the  trustees 
of  the  Massachusetts  General  Hospital,  at  which  the  first  public  exliibition  of 
thfs  pain-destroying  power  was  made,  and  where  its  effects  were  first  Avitnessed 
by  anr  admiring  audience.  The  question  of  discovery  was  tried  before  these 
men — tnistees  of  a  scientific  corporation,  to  whom  Dr.  Jackson  was  well  known 
as  a  distinguished  member  of  the  medical  faculty,  and  to  whom  Dr.  Morton, 
prior  to  the  discovery,  and  the  contest  to  which  it  led,  was  known  only  as  a 
young  man  of  energy  and  enterprise.  And  this  board,  composed  of  men  whose 
names  would  do  honor  to  any  scientific  institution,  presently  after  the  discovery, 
near  the  time  and  at  the  place  where  it  occurred,  gave,  by  a  unanimous  voice, 
its  honor  to  Dr.  Morton.     One  year  after  they  reviewed  their  decision,  at  the 
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request  of  Dr.  Jackson,  and  unanimouslj  confirmed  it.  In  this  connexion  yonr 
committee  deem  it  proper  to  introdace  a  letter  from  the  honorable  Secretary  of 
State. 

"Washington,  December  20, 1851. 

''  Dear  Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  17th  instant,  I  wonld  say  that 
having  heen  called  on,  on  a  previous  occasion,  to  examine  the  question  of  tk 
discovery  of  the  application  of  ether  in  surgical  operations,  I  then  formed  tbe 
opinion  which  I  have  since  seen  no  reason  to  change,  that  the  merit  of  thtt 
great  discovery  belonged  to  you,  and  I  had  supposed  that  the  reports  of  tbe 
trustees  of  the  hospital  and  the  committee  of  the  House  of  KepreeentatiTes  of 
the  United  States  were  conclusive  on  this  point. 

**  The  gentlemen  connected  with  the  hospital  are  well  known  to  me  as  of  tbe 
highest  character,  and  they  possessed,  at  the  time  of  the  inTestigation,  eveiT 
facility  for  ascertaining  all  the  facts  in  the  case. 

"  The  committee  of  the  House  were,  I  believe  unanimous  in  awarding  to  yoa 
the  merit  of  having  made  the  first  practical  application  of  ether,  and  a  majority, 
by  their  report,  awarded  to  you  the  entire  credit  of  the  discovery. 
"  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"DANIEL  WEBSTER. 

«  Dr.  W.  T.  G.  Morton." 


Before  this  tribunal  neither  time,  place,  nor  circumstance  permitted  bold  and 
confident  assertion  to  be  mistaken  for  truth.  With  this  award  we  think  Dr. 
Jackson,  Dr.  Wells,  and  the  scientific  world  should  have  been  satisfied.  It  is, 
in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  entitled  to  great  weight.  It  was  the  JinU  and 
ought  to  have  heen  the  only  contest.  Our  enlightened  system  of  jurisprudence 
forbids,  except  under  extraordinary  circumstances,  a  second  trial  of  questitmi 
of  fad.  It  forbids  it  as  a  guard  against  the  danger  incident  to  repeat^  inves- 
tigations, that  truth  will  be  overborne  by  artfully  manufactured  evidence. 

Therefore,  even  if  the  evidence  before  your  committee  rendered  the  question 
of  fact  doubtful,  which  it  does  not,  they  would  hesitate  long  before  they  wonld 
overrule  the  decision  of  the  trustees  of  the  Massachusetts  Greneral  Hospital 

It  is  also  a  subject  of  much  gratification  to  this  committee  to  be  able  to  concv 
in  the  opinion  of  the  former  committees  of  the  House,  from  whose  very  able 
reports  they  have  extracted  so  largely.  They  did  not,  however,  feel  themselvee 
bound  by  either  the  one  or  the  other,  but  gave  the  subject  for  themselves  a  fiiU 
and  careful  consideration.  But  they  are  the  more  satisfied  with  tbe  conclusions 
to  which  they  have  come  because  of  their  concurrence  with  such  high  and  unex- 
ceptionable authorities. 

Dr.  Jackson  appeals  to  the  Academy  of  Arts  and  Sciences  at  Paris,  and 
claims  that  that  learned  body  has  decided  the  question  of  discovery  in  his  favor 
by  awarding  him  the  "  Monthyon  prize  for  the  greatest  medical  discovery,"  and 
that  their  decision  ought  to  be  taken  as  final  and  conclusive. 

Your  committee,  for  obvious  reasons,  would  at  once  bow  to  the  decision  (rf 
that  very  learned  society  (the  centre  and  soul  of  scientific  knowledge  in  Europe) 
as  to  the  fact  of  discovery,  and  that  the  honor  of  the  discovery  belonged  to 
America,  f  ud  also  as  to  its  merit  and  value  among  thp  discoveries  of  the  age. 
But  on  the  question.  Who  was  the  discoverer  1  their  decision,  if  they  made  one, 
is  entitled  to  much  less  weight.  They  are  remote  from  the  scene — had  no  means, 
at  an  early  day,  of  possessing  themselves  of  the  evidence — and  we  have  already 
seen  how  the  minds  of  the  members  of  the  academy  were  pre-occupied  by  Dr. 
Jackson's  sealed  letter  of  November  13,  1846,  and  his  letter  of  December  1, 
directing  the  seal  of  the  former  letter  to  be  broken.    The  temporary  secrecy. 
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with  the  form  and  circumstance  of  the  disclosure,  together  with  his  European 
reputation  for  science,  were,  in  the  absence  of  any  conflicting  evidence  or  claim, 
well  calculated  to  make  a  first  impression  in  his  favor. 

But  the  Academy  of  Arts  and  Sciences  at  Paris  did  not,  as  it  appears,  award 
to  Dr.  Jackson  the  honor  of  the  discovery,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  by 
awarding  him  "  the  Monthyon  prize  for  the  greatest  medical  discovery^  Your 
committee  have  inspected  the  official  awardments  exhibited  by  the  parties,  and 
find  that  the  award  to  Dr.  Jackson  was  "  one  of  the  prizes  of  medicine  and 
surgery  of  the  Monthyon  foundation."  And  M.  Alexander  Vattemare,  in  his 
letter  to  Dr.  Morton,  gives  an  extract  from  the  formal  decision  made  by  that 
learned  body,  **  between  these  two  celebrated  contestants,"  as  follows  : 

"  Mr.  Jackson  and  Mr.  Morton  were  necessary  to  each  other.  Without  the 
earnestness,  the  preconceived  idea,  the  courage,  not  to  say  the  audacity  of  the 
latter,  the  fact  observed  by  Mr.  Jackson  might  have  long  remained  unapplied  ; 
and  but  for  the  fact  observed  by  Mr.  Jackson,  the  idea  of  Mr.  Morton  might  per- 
haps have  been  sterile  and  ineftectual  "  "  Consequently,  (he  proceeds,)  there  has 
been  awarded  a  prize  of  two  thousand  five  hundred  firancs  to  Mr.  Jackson  for 
his  observations  and  experiments  upon  the  anaesthetic  effects  of  sulphuric  ether, 
and  another  of  two  thousand  five  hundred  francs  likewise  to  Mr.  Morton,  for 
having  introduced  the  method  in  surgical  practice  after  the  indications  of  Mr. 
Jackson." 

Dr.  Morton  has,  within  a  few  days,  received  the  expression  of  thp  academy  in 
the  more  acceptable  form  of  their  largest  gold  medal.  The  prize  awarded  to 
him,  as  above  stated,  being  of  an  amount  not  absorbed  by  the  medal,  has  been 
appropriately  used  in  enclosing  it  in  a  suitable  golden  frame.  On  the  one  side 
of  the  medal,  in  addition  to  the  name  of  the  institute,  is  a  medallion  head  of  the 
Goddess  of  Liberty.  On  the  reverse,  surrounded  by  a  wreath  of  laurel,  is  en- 
graved— 

"  Academic  des  Sciences.  Pi-ix  Monthyon,  Medicine  et  Chu'urgie,  Concours 
de  1847  et  1848.     Wm.  T.  G.  Morton,  1850." 

Upon  a  full  examination  of  the  whole  case  so  far  aid  time  and  means  were 
afforded  to  your  committee,  they  have  come  to  the  conclusion : 

1st.  That  Dr.  Horace  Wells  did  not  make  any  discovery  of  the  anaesthetic 
properties  of  the  vapor  of  sulphuric  ether,  which  he  himself  considered  reliable, 
and  which  he  thought  proper  to  give  to  the  world.  That  his  experiments  were 
confined  to  nitrous  oxide,  but  did  not  show  it  to  be  an  efficient  and  reliable 
anaesthetic  agent,  proper  to  be  used  in  surgical  operations  and  in  obstetrical  cases. 

For  the  rest  your  committee  have  come  to  the  same  conclusions  that  were 
arrived  at  by  the  trustees  of  the  Massachusetts  Greneral  Hospital  at  their  meet- 
ing in  January,  1848,  and  reconsidered  and  confirmed  in  1849,  and  adopted  by 
the  former  committee  of  the  House,  viz  : 

2d.  That  Doctor  Jackson  does  not  appear  at  any  time  to  have  made  any  dis- 
covery in  regard  to  ether  which  was  not  in  print  in  Great  Britain  some  years 
before. 

3d.  That  Doctor  Morton,  in  1846,  discovered  the  facts  before  unknown,  that 
ether  'would  prevent  the  pain  of  surgical  operations,  and  that  it  might  be  given 
in  sufficient  quantity  to  effect  this  purpose,  without  danger  to  life.  He  first 
established  these  facts  by  numerous  operations  on  teeth,  and  afterwards  induced 
the  surgeons  of  the  hospital  to  demonstrate  its  general  applicability  and  import- 
ance in  capital  operations. 

4th.  That  Doctor  Jackson  appears  to  have  had  the  belief  that  a  power  in 
ether  to  prevent  pain  in  dental  operations  would  be  discovered.  He  advised 
various  persons  to  attempt  the  discovery,  but  neither  they  nor  he  took  any 
measures  to  that  end,  and  the  world  remained  in  entire  ignorance  of  both  the 
power  and  safety  of  ether  until  Doctor  Morton  made  his  experiments. 
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5th.  Tlmt  the  whole  agency  of  Doctor  Jackson  in  the  matter  appears  to  eoo- 
sist  only  in  his  having  made  certain  suggestions,  which  aided  Doctor  Morton  to 
make  the  discovery — a  discovery  which  had  for  some  time  been  the  object  of 
his  labors  and  researches. 

Though  it  was  but  ''a  single  step,  and  that  a  short  one/'  from  the  daily  walb 
of  science  to  this  great  discovery,  yet  the  scientific  world  admits  that  the  step 
wag  never  taken  prior  to  the  30th  of  September,  1846;  and  the  discovery,  when 
in  fact  made,  was  instantly  appreciated  and  hailed  by  the  snrgical  profeeeioe 
with  the  most  exalted  enthusiasm,  almost  with  shouts  of  rapture.  The  eooh 
mittee  have  thought  proper  to  annex  the  following  extracts  firom  the  records  of 
the  Patent  Office : 

"  I  have  therefore,  in  consideration  of  one  dollar,  to  me  in  hand  paid,  the 
receipt  whereof  I  do  hereby  acknowledge,  assigned,  set  over,  and  conveyed,  and 
by  these  presents  do  assign,  set  over,  and  convey  to  the  said  Morton  and  bis 
legal  representatives,  all  the  right,  title,  and  interest  whatever  which  I  p(*-  l 
sessed  in  the  said  invention  or  discovery,  a  specification  of  which  I  have  the 
day  signed  and  executed  in  conjunction  with  him,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
him  to  procure  a  patent  thereon. 

"  And  I  do  hereby  request  the  Commissioner  of  Patents  to  issue  the  patent 
to  the  said  Morton  in  his  namcy  and  as  my  assignee  or  legal  representative,  to 
the  extent  of  all  my  right,  title,  and  interest  whatever  in  the  said  invention  or 
disco  ver}\ 

"  In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  hereto  set  my  signature  and  affixed  my  seal 
this  twenty-seventh  day  of  October,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty-six. 

"CHAKLES  T.  JACKSON. 

"Witness:  R.  H.  Eddy." 

Your  committee  cannot  better  conclude  their  report  than  by  introducing  the 
following  extract  from  "ether  and  chloroform,"  by  Henry  J.  Bigelow,  professor 
of  surgery  in  the  Massachusetts  Medical  College,  a  member  of  the  American 
Academy  of  Arts  and  Sciences,  the  Boston  Society  of  Medical  Improvement, 
an  honorary  member  of  the  Anatomical  Society  of  Paris,  corresponding  member 
of  Biological  Society  of  Paris,  and  others : 

"An  impartial  consideration  of  the  question,  *Who  was  the  discoverer  of 
ether  insensibility  to  the  pain  of  surgical  operations?*  will  be  best  attained  by  a 
previous  consideration  of  the  abstract  question  of  discovery;  reserving  for  its 
conclusion  a  special  application  of  the  principles  illustrated  by  it  to  this  special 
subject. 

"Why  was  the  discovery  not  made  before?  Why  did  no  one  discern  tk 
value  of  the  exhilarating  agent  which  had  attracted  the  attention  of  so  many? 

"Because  the  human  mind  is  fettered  by  long  custom.  It  runs  in  the  chan- 
nels of  routine.  First  diverted  from  its  course  by  some  little  obstacle,  its  current 
swells  and  deepens,  bearing  down  solid  opposition  that  it  may  roll  tranquilly  in 
its  distorted  bed.  Watch  the  tide  of  human  footsteps,  guided  by  the  mind  of 
successive  generations.  The  pathway  turns  here  and  there  to  avoid  some  littk 
inequality,  and  the  old  man  and  the  child  follow  the  winding  track.  Mind  fol- 
lows where  mind  has  been  Few  turn  aside  to  analyze  the  difficulties  which 
discouraged  others.  That  a  thing  has  not  been,  is,  to  most  men,  perhaps  jnsdj, 
a  reason  why  it  will  not  be ;  and  here  is  the  office  of  philosophic  increduliiy 
which  doubts  the  track  of  custom. 

"It  is  quite  obvious  that  such  incredulity  may  emanate  from  widely  differing 
sources.  It  often  grows  out  of  depth  and  originality  of  intellect ;  of  capacity 
which  takes  a  wide  and  general  view,  discovering  imperfection  in  mode  or  in 
material. 

"  On  the  other  hand,  as  he  who  is  ignorant  of  a  path  may  make  the  shortest 
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route  from  point  to  point,  so  one  who  ia  not  familiar  with  the  erroneous  con  elu- 
sions of  previous  knowledge  may  first  trace  a  true  result.  lu  such  a  case  igno- 
rance of  error  is  an  accidental  vantage  ground,  which  places  its  man  considerably 
nearer  tnith  than  that  occupied  by  prejudice  based  upon  error. 

••  I  hold  that  such  incredulity,  whether  of  knowledge  or  of  ignorance,  is  likely 
to  indicate  a  philosophic  mind.  It  proposes  to  think  for  itself.  Its  experience 
of  the  world  has  shown  it  that  the  world  may  be  wrong.  Its  experience  of  its 
own  abilities  has  taught  it  to  respect  itself.  For  example,  Whitney  was  said  to 
form  his  decisions,  not  after  the  model  of  common  opinion,  but  by  his  own  nice- 
ly-balanced judgment.  Perhaps  in  some  details,  humble  though  they  be,  such  a 
mind  has  seen-  the  defect  of  others' judgment,  and  has  had  cause  to  prefer  its 
own  results ;  and,  thus  instructed,  turns  to  a  new  subject,  determined  to  win  its 
own  experience,  to  make  its  own  investigation. 

"  Such  incredulity,  brought  to  bear  upon  an  extended  system,  especially  in 
the  inexact  sciences,  is  justly  viewed  with  suspicion ;  and  the  reformer  in  poli- 
tics, in  the  social  system  or  in  medical  science,  meets  no  enthusiastic  greeting. 
A  little  zeal,  with  a  little  error  of  premises  or  of  reasoning,  may  then  make  the 
reformer  dangerous.  Here  the  experimentum  crucis  cannot  easily  be  tried,  either 
from  the  number  of  elements  in  the  problem,  from  the  length  of  time  required, 
or  from  the  magnitude  of  the  interests  at  stake;  and  the  world,  therefore,  very 
justly  maintains  a  degree  of  conservatism  and  immobility  in  its  moral,  social, 
and  political  relations. 

"  In  the  exact  physical  sciences  the  tenets  of  a  reformer  may  be  easily  tested. 
Here  the  logician  easily  supplies  himself  with  facts.  The  result  of  single  and 
brief  experiments,  made  at  will,  can  admit  of  little  doubt.  Even  in  the  obscurer 
parts  of  medicine,  where  the  material  and  immaterial  influences  are  numerous 
and  sometimes  inappreciable,  every  honest  and  logical  mind  must,  upon  points 
of  importance,  arrive  at  one  and  the  same  result.  No  danger  can  result  from 
incredulity  in  medical  science.  On  the  contrary,  in  view  of  the  errors  of  fact 
which  grow  out  of  want  of  time  or  qualification  on  the  part  of  observers,  or  the 
intrinsic  difficulties  of  the  science,  a  healthy  and  vigilant  scepticism  of  recorded 
facts,  whether  in  diagnosis  or  in  therapeutics,  is  one  of  the  essential  methods  of 
its  advancement. 

"It  is  quite  obvious  that  such  incredulity,  such  distrust  of  recognized  au- 
thority, occupies  a  merely  negative  position.  It  is  a  quality  which  adapts  its 
possessor  for  the  reception  of  new  light,  from  which  the  act  of  invention  may 
emanate ;  but  that  such  act  should  in  reality  occur  certain  active  faculties  are 
requisite.  Positive  inventive  talent  is  required,  the  nature  of  which  I  shall  at- 
tempt to  show.  But  let  it  be  remembered  that  there  is  a  partial  substitute  for 
talent.  It  has  been  said  that  the  difference  between  men  lies  more  in  their 
power  of  application  than  in  this  quality.  Great  application,  resulting  from 
strong  stimulus,  will  be  readily  allowed  to  bring  about  results  much  like  those 
of  talent.  At  any  rate  it  is  more  nearly  allied  to  the  untiring  zeal  and  stem 
energy  which  recognizes  no  obstruction  to  its  march.  It  is  well  known  that 
this  unyielding  perseverance  has  characterized  a  large  proportion  of  inventors ; 
it  has  animated  them  in  failure  and  nerved  them  through  adversity.  Of  Whit- 
ney, whose  cottin  gin,  even  fifteen  years  ago,  was  said  to  be  demonstrably  worth 
$100,000,000  to  the  United  States,  it  was  said,  *  of  all  my  experience  in  the 
thorny  profession  of  the  law  I  never  saw  a  case  of  such  perseverance  under 
such  persecution.  Even  now,  after  thirty  years,  my  head  aches  to  recollect  his 
narratives  of  new  trials,  fresh  disappointment,  and  accumulated  wrongs.'  Ful- 
ton's energy  was  marvellous.  His  experimental  boat  was  completed,  after  in- 
conceivable difficulties,  in  the  spring  of  1803,  when  a  messenger  announced  that 
the  '  boat  had  broken  in  pieces  and  gone  to  the  bottom.'  Aft;er  a  momentary 
despondency,  which  till  then  he  had  never  felt,  and  without  returning  to  his 
lodging,  without  rest  or  refreshment,  he  labored  with  his  own  hands  to  raise  her 
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during  twenty-four  hours  incessantly.  To  tkis  imprudence  he  attribute  mncli 
of  his  subsequent  bad  health.  The  boat  was  almost  entirely  rebuilt,  and  wad 
again  completed  in  July.  I  take  Fulton,  Whitney,  and  Arkwright  as  type*  of 
the  mechanical  inventor.  They  possessed  in  an  eminent  degree  the  inventive 
talent ;  but  this  did  not  predominate  over  determination  and  perseverance,  as 
not  uufrequently  happens  when  such  talent  is  exaggerated.  Of  Whitney's 
power  of  invention  it  was  said,  •  it  never  ran  wild ;  it  accomplished,  without 
exception,  all  that  he  ever  asked  of  it,  and  no  more.  I  emphasize  this  last  ex- 
pression from  having  in  mind  the  case  of  a  man  whose  inventive  power  ap- 
peared to  be  more  fertile  even  than  Whitney's  ;  but  he  had  it  under  no  control. 
When  he  had  imagined  and  half  executed  one  fine  thing  he  darted  off  to  an- 
other, and  he  perfected  nothing.     Whitney  perfected  all  he  attempted.' 

"  Such  energy,  vital  to  the  existence  of  most  discoveries,  may  grow  out  of 
either  the  inventor's  sense  of  necessity  or  his  conviction  of  the  possibility  of 
reaching  his  object.  And  the  last  is  another  agent,  mysterious  to  many,  whidi 
is  allied  to  the  incredulity  before  alluded  to,  and  which  eminently  characterixes 
the  inventor's  mind.  It  may  be  defined  as  a  belief  in  the  possibility  or  cer- 
tainty of  producing  a  result  attained  by  the  more  active  perception  and  reflec- 
tion of  the  inventor's  mind,  by  a  series  of  processes  which  he  may  be,  and  often 
is,  totally  unable  to  impart.  He  is  often,  in  consequence,  considered  as  unsound 
or  unwise,  for,  as  far  as  the  subject  in  hand  is  concerned,  the  inventor  is  actuallj 
ahead  of  the  world.  His  faculties  may  not  be  recognized  as  stronger,  his  char- 
acter more  forcible,  his  intellectual  range  broader,  nor  his  knowledge  of  expe- 
rience greater  than  those  of  other  men,  yet  for  the  narrow  point  at  issue  he  b 
more  competent  than  any  other.  His  perceptions  are  stimidated  and  brongiit 
to  a  focus,  and  his  energy  is  hot.  He  may  actually  become  a  better  instrument 
for  a  special  purpose  than  another  whose  intellectual  mechanism  is  far  more 
complicated.  Franklin,  in  an  essay  before  the  American  Philosophical  Society, 
gave  a  drawing  of  a  water-wheel,  accompanied  by  a  demonstration,  conclusive, 
as  he  supposed,  that  such  wheels  could  not  be  used  to  advantage  in  propelling 
steamboats.  He  proposed  a  jet  from  the  stem.  Fulton  proved  that  among  all 
methods  proposed  the  jet  was  the  worst,  and  the  wheel  the  best.  Fulton  was 
right,  and  not  Franklin. 

•*  The  power  of  remodelling  old  forms,  of  abbreviating  method,  of  devi?ing 
and  economizing  force  for  the  passage  of  trodden  or  imtrodden  paths,  appears  to 
me  essentially  the  same  in  most  of  the  vocations  of  the  human  mind.  Super- 
added to  it  may  be  a  taste  or  a  talent  for  the  combinations  of  mechanical  or 
other  force,  or  for  the  complicated  details  of  number  and  of  space,  or  for  any 
other  of  the  fields  of  science.  But  how  often  is  a  mind  simnltaneously  given 
to  various  inventive  fields,  exhibiting  its  powers  in  various  directions,  and  intoi- 
tively  recognized  and  stigmatized  by 'the  world  as  having  a  genins  which  inca- 
pacitates it  for  the  daily  routine  of  life.  And  how  many,  like  Newton  or 
Franklin,  who  added  the  element  of  perseverance  to  this  genins,  have  been  dis- 
tinguished for  a  versatility  of  talent,  manifesting  itself  each  year  in  a  new  field, 
and  exhibiting  in  each  its  peculiar  trait.  Franklin  was  a  reformer,  Fulton  a 
warm  advocate  of  the  principles  of  free  trade,  while  Whitney,  in  his  college 
compositions,  and  in  the  words  of  his  biographer,  *  with  a  spirit  somewhat  pro- 
phetical, anticipated  the  decline  and  overthrow  of  all  arbitrary  governments, 
and  the  substitution  in  their  place  of  a  purely  representative  system  like  our 
own.' 

"The  inventor  invents  or  devises  the  means  to  attain  his  ends.  He  is, 
therefore,  most  likely,  other  things  being  equal,  to  be  a  discoverer,  because  be 
will  best  devise  the  instruments,  material  or  abstract,  to  cross-examine  nature, 
and  discover  abstract  truth.  Yet  it  often  happens  that  an  inventive  talent  con- 
fines itself  to  the  exposition  of  mechanical  truths  ot  limited  application;  not 
demonstrating  large  and  suggestive  laws  in  science,  but  settling  limited  qaes- 
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tions  of  expediency  in  art ;  or  making  combinations,  as  Newton  did  his  watch^ 
for  the  intellectual  pleasure  of  it.  , 

"  Such  mechanical  talent  as  that  of  Fulton  and  Whitney,  and  hosts  of  othersr 
whose  names  are  or  are  not  attached  to  great  inventions  and  discoveries,  is  not 
the  less  because  it  remained  circumscribed  by  the  field  of  mechanical  force  to 
which  it  first  addressed  itself.  The  modifications  of  mechanical  force  do  in  fact 
afford  an  ample  field  to  such  intellect.  But  give  opportunity  to  such  men  as 
Fulton,  or  to  a  thousand  nameless  artisans,  whose  talent  is  valued  at  more  than 
gold  by  those  who  convert  such  knowledge  into  money ;  find  some  way  of  de- 
tecting this  humble  genius,  and  give  to  it  the  opportunity  for  education  in  science 
and  unmerchantable  truth,  which  may  take  the  place  of  natural  strong  taste  for 
it,  and  the  combination  of  the  inventive  talent  with  the  scientific  knowledge 
would  yield  the  true  philosopher.  Newton  built  a  watch,  and,  having  a  rare 
genius  for  arithmetic  computation,  discovered  the  law  of  gravitation. 

"  It  is  difficult  to  overestimate  this  talent  for  expedients  and  resources.  What 
is  American  ingenuity  ?  It  is  this  great  talent  seeking  a  field  in  mechanical 
combinations  in  a  country  where  opportunities  for  scientific  knowledge  have  been 
hitherto  comparatively  rare.  The  elements  of  American  ingenuity  constitute  the 
perception,  the  discrimination,  and  the  resources  of  the  American  people. 

••  The  true  power  of  originating,  wherever  manifested,  is  the  combined  result 
of  a  power  of  analysis  and  a  power  of  combination — the  former  enabling  the 
inventor  to  discover  the  differences  between  the  elements  of  existing  combina- 
tions, to  detect  the  influence  of  each,  and  to  reject  the  useless ;  while  the  latter 
perceives  the  relations  of  new  elements  to  the  problem,  and  invokes  their  agency 
in  the  new  combinations.  The  intellectual  philosopher  may  justly  recognize  in 
these  faculties  the  agency  both  of  powerful  judgment  and  of  the  imaginative 
quality ;  both  brought  to  bear  upon  a  range  of  subjects  with  which  their  pos- 
sessor is  familiar. 

"  It  has  been  conceded  that  this  talent  is  peculiar— often  an  uncultivated  gift, 
brought  to  bear  upon  some  narrow  range  of  material,  by  those  whose  general 
knowledge  does  not  testify  to  their  industry  or  opportunities,  or  whose  intellec- 
tual calibre  and  general  range  does  not  at  all  comport  with  this  local  develop- 
ment of  talent  in  the  direction  to  which  taste  has  guided  it. 

"  On  the  other  hand,  many  discoveries  important  to  the  world  owe  little  to 
this  peculiar  talent.  They  depend  upon  a  fortunate  or  accidental  succession  of 
events,  encircling  a  comparatively  moderate  ability ;  and  then  the  magnitude 
of  the  invention  may  be  much  out  of  proportion  to  the  degree  of  the  inventive 
faculty.  The  invention  of  printing,  perhaps  the  greatest  in  the  scale  of  social 
importance,  was  but  a  division  of  the  Roman  printing  block.  Gunpowder, 
which  happens  to  abbreviate  warfare,  was  an  unpremeditated  invention.  The 
discovery  of  Jenner  has  been  attributed — 1,  to  his  talents ;  2,  to  his  educa- 
tion under  Hunter ;  3,  to  his  situation  in  the  vale  of  Gloucestershire. 

**  I  would  not  abate  a  leaf  of  the  laurel  to  which  the  discoverer  has  an  un- 
disputed right,  and  I  shall  presently  indicate  another  quality,  different  from  the 
inventive  talent,  which  ranks  high  in  intellect,  and  often  compensates  a  dis- 
coverer for  this  talent.  I  wish  here  to  show  that  a  discovery  of  great  practical 
importance  may  result  in  part  from  good  fortune,  from  the  first  occupation  of  a 
ground,  from  perseverance  in  a  particular  direction,  or  from  some  other  adven- 
titious circumstance ;  that  its  magnitude  and  importance  may  be  out  of  propor- 
tion to  the  character  of  the  intellectual  processes  invested  in  it ;  and  that  it  has 
happened  that  a  discovery  of  immense  practical  importance  to  the  human  race, 
with  good  fortune  to  aid  it,  has  involved  but  an  inconsiderable  intellectual  pang 
in  its  creation,  and,  in  consequence,  that  any  a  priori  reasoning  upon  the  mode 
of  its  creation  has  very  little  connexion  with  what  may  well  be  a  question  of 
pure  fact. 

**  Having  thus  considered  the  intellectual  qualities  concerned  in  the  invention, 
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I  pa88  to  the  progress  of  the  invention  itself,  and  to  a  considemtion  of  its  suc- 
cessive steps.  These  consist,  first,  of  the  suggestion,  and,  second,  of  the  gene- 
ralization. 

'*  Perhaps  the  most  fertile  source  of  error  in  the  history  of  invention  grows 
out  of  a  mis*appreciation  of  these  two  stages  of  discovery.  Yet  thej  can  be 
shown  to  differ  widely,  both  in  their  character  and  in  the  credit  they  deserve. 

<*  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  unless  invention  be  a  result  of  pure  accident, 
suggestion  always  precedes  it.  It  has  been  often  distinctly  recorded,  in  con- 
nexion with  the  greater  inventions  and  discoveries.  Thus  the  vertical  spindles 
of  an  overturned  t»pinning-wheel,  suggested  the  jenny  to  Hargreaves.  Iron- 
rolling  suggested  the  drawing  of  cotton  by  rollers  to  Arkwright,  who  thus  re- 
invented the  machine,  (ignorant  of  Wyatt's  previous  invention  ;)  the  valves  of 
Fabricius,  the  circulation  of  the  blood ;  and  so  on. 

'*  In  such  cases  the  inventor  or  discoverer  abstracted  from  the  individual  in- 
stance some  inherent  clement,  the  applicability  of  which  to  other  instances  he 
alone  saw.  Hargreaves  saw  the  value  of  a  vertical  position  to  spindles;  New- 
ton, of  the  force  which  attracted  the  apple;  Harvey,  of  the  idea  that  venous 
blood  could  run  in  only  one  direction;  and  they  generalized  this  element  in  re- 
applying it. 

'*  It  does  not  modify  the  truth  of  this  proposition  that  the  first   suggestion  or 
experiment  should  yield  a  new  result;  that  instead  of  a  falling  apple,  it  should 
'!  be  the  contraction  of  a  frog's  leg,  or  an  unpremediated  pustule  on  the  hand  of  a 

'♦  Gloucestershire  milkmaid.     Such  facts  were  still  suggestions  and  not  discoveries, 

',]  and  were  new  only  in  the  aspect  they  received  from  the  mind  whose  key-note 

t  they  struck — new  because  attention  was  then  first  drawn  to  them  in  a  new  rela- 

tion, and  not  new  in  their  actual  occun*ence. 
J  •*  And  the  suggestion  varies  in  its  suggestive  power,  both  from  its  own  character 

I  and  from  that  of  the  mind  it  works  upon.     The  apple  fell,  and  Newton  alone 

<    abstracted  a  principle  in  behalf  of  the  moon.     Horace  Wells  says,  and  I  believe 
1  first,  *  Reasoning  from  analogy,  I  was  led  to  believe  that  surgical  operations  might 

be  performed  without  pain,  by  the  fact  that  an  individual,  when   much  excited 
■  from  ordinary  causes,  may  receive  severe  wounds  without  manifesting  the  least 

*  pain ;  as,  for  instance,  the  man   wlro  is  engaged  in  combat  may  have  a  limb 

u  severed  from  his  body,  after  which  he  testifies  that  it  was  attended  with  no  pain 

I  at  the  time.     And  so  the  man  who  is  intoxicated  with  spirituous  liquor  may  be 

treated  severely  without  his  manifesting  pain.     •     ♦     •     By  these  fact^  I  was 
J  led  to  inquire  if  the  same  result  would  not  follow  by  the  inhalation  of  some  ex- 

j.  hilarating  gas.*     And    it  is  well  known  that  he  tried  the  experiment,  with  vari- 

ous results,  upon  himself  and  others,  in  November,  1844.     And  yet  the  philoso- 
^  plier  Seneca  makes  the  remarkable  observation  :  *That  which  presses  hard  upon 

yofu*  and  is  very  urgent,  if  you  begin  to  withdraw  yourself  will  certainly  pursue 
you  And  fall  heavier.  If,  on  the  contrary,  you  stand  your  ground  and  seem  re- 
solved upon  opposition,  you  will  drive  it  from  you.  How  many  strokes  do 
iboxers  receive  on  the  face  and  whole  body !  Yet  a  thirst  of  glory  makes  them 
iregardlcsfi  of  pain.* 

"To  Seneca  it  suggested  nothing,  but  to  Wells  a  principle. 
•''A  suggestion  derived  from  one  or  two  instances  becomes  an  invention  only 
-wlien  its  important  element  is  abstracted  and  actually  reapplied;  and  it  will  be 
soon  seen  that  the  abstraction  itself,  the  supposition,  the  theory,  without  this 
actual  reapplication,  amounts  to  nothing;  and  that  for  every  actual  and  success- 
ful reapplication  of  a  newly  appreciated  phenomenon  there  have  been  innumer- 
able claims  from  those  who  suspected  that  such  reapplication  might  be  made, 
hut  did  not  actually  make  it;  who  mistook  a  single  truth  for  a  universal  truth; 
suspicion  tor  certaiwty  •,  llxeory  for  fact. 

"  It  will  be  fout\d,  \)y  T^i^vitewQ.^  V^  ^^  VyAqtsrs*  <5kS.  ^vst^^^x^rlea^  that  the  sug-    ■ 
isrestion  and  geneiaWzalioii  Yvav^  otcvjsTe.^  «5«aft^\. "ws^^^tvi^-^  \\i.  ^^^  ^-xs^vs^iM^^  \ 
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one  and  the  same  individual.  Though  it  is  quite  possible  to  conceive  that  while 
the  suggestion  occurred  to  one  individual,  he  might  transfer  it  for  generalization 
to  another  individual,  yet  I  am  unable  to  find  any  instance  in  which  this  has 
occurred.  On  the  contrary,  the  suspicion — the  groundwork  of  the  hypothesis — 
has  generally  stimulated  and  goaded  the  possessor,  until  he  was  able  to  convert 
it  into  fact.  The  suspicion  has  been  then  established,  or,  much  more  frequently, 
has  not  been  established.  It  has  proved  erroneous  ;  hope  has  not  been  realized, 
and  the  discovery  has  turned  out  to  be  no  discovery.  Watt,  whose  name  is 
identified  with  the  history  of  steam,  and  the  soundness  of  whose  practical  viewB 
no  one  will  dispute,  speaks  of  *the  cast  of  a  die.  For,'  says  he,  *in  that  light 
I  look  upon  every  project  that  has  not  received  the  sanction  of  repeated  success ' 

"This  transfer  of  a  suggestion,  a  theory,  unconfirmed  by  fact,  or  relying  upon 
one  or  two  facts  alone,  is,  as  I  have  said,  quite  possible.  It  would  then  have 
the  character  of  a  ticket  in  a  lottery  which  should  be  thus  transferred,  with 
which  the  recipient  may  draw  a  prize,  but  which  is  far  more  likely  to  turn  up  a 
blank. 

"  But  especially  in  great  discoveries,  the  theory  has  not  been  thus  made  over 
to  a  secona  party.  The  perceptions  of  the  inventor,  keen  upon  this  point,  have 
enabled  him  to  discern  its  value,  and  he  has  allowed  himself  no  rest,  no  interval, 
in  the  steady  prosecution  of  his  task. 

"  I  have  alluded  to  a  second  quality  which  contributes  to  discovery.  The 
inventive  talent  lies  at  one  end  of  the  intellectual  vibrations.  At  the  other  ex- 
treme is  a  high  quality  which  elaborates  another  element,  while  the  invention 
itself  is  the  electric  flash  which  results  from  the  contact  of  the  two. 

**Here  let  me  do  ample  justice  to  the  mind  of  Jenner,  which  I  do  not  find  to 
have  been  especially  characterized  in  his  biography  by  the  inventive  genius. 
It  did  possess,  as  a  equivalent,  the  power  of  appreciating  the  importance  of  a 
discovery ;  and  it  was  in  this  power,  and  in  the  perseverance  that  resulted  from 
it,  and  indicated  it,  that  I  recognize  his  chief  merit.  Jenner  comprehended  that 
vaccination  would  considerably  prolong  the  average  of  human  existence.  A* 
breadth  of  view,  a  simultaneous  consideration  of  many  circumstances,  with 
ability  to  reason  justly  upon  them ;  in  short,  a  very  clear  conception  of  the 
whole  subject,  could  alone  afford  the  notion  of  importance  or  necessity  which 
n^as  to  become  the  stimulus  and  proximate  cause  of  the  discovery.  Few  minds 
are  capable  of  becoming  so  imbued  with  the  importance  of  a  merely  possible 
result,  as  to  permit  it  to  divert  the  current  of  daily  life.  Such  men  are  pointed 
at  as  having  one  idea ;  their  wisdom  is  questioned  ;  they  are  the  butt  of  ridicule. 
And  when  the  result  demonstrates^ the  accuracy  of  their  convictions,  we  may 
fairly  bow  at  once  to  their  discernment  and  understanding,  whether  it  detected 
a  possibility  or  comprehended  a  necessity  which  others  overlooked. 

"  At  this  point  let  us  pause  to  make  a  distinction  of  cardinal  importance.  We 
have  hitherto  considered  the  qualities  of  the  inventor's  mind,  and  the  successive 
steps  of  the  process  by  which  it  accomplishes  its  end.  Another  element  now 
complicates  the  problem.  The  invention  is  to  go  forth  to  the  world,  and  to 
establish  certain  relations  between  the  world  and  the  discoverer. 

"  Up  to  this  point  it  is  quite  obvious  that  an  invention  may  be  made ;  that  it 
may  grow  from  an  original  hint  into  a  theory,  which  again  may  be  confirmed 
beyond  a  doubt  by  the  test  of  repeated  experiment,  and  yet  that  the  whole  pro- 
cess may  be  confined  to  the  inventor's  mind — to  his  own  cognizance.  So  long 
as  he  thus  retains  it  for  his  own  benefit  or  for  that  of  a  few  friends,  does  the 
world  stand  in  his  debt  ?  Clearly  not.  The  demonstration  of  the  world  to  an 
inventor  is  a  demonstration  of  gratitude  and  honor — gratitude  for  the  donation 
of  a  great  invention,  honor  to  intellectual  ability.  To  the  latter  it  is  conceded 
in  the  Ciise  of  certain  astronomical  discoveries,  for  example,  not  immediately 
concerned  in  the  direct  welfare  of  mankind,  but  the  product  of  vast  and  recog 
nized  intellectual  power. 
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"  But  when  a  discovery  becomes  great,  not  from  the  character  of  the  intellect 
invested  in  it,  but  from  its  immediate  applicability  to  the  amelioration  of  the 
condittion  of  humanity,  then  the  gratitude  and  honor  conceded  by  the  world  is 
a  mere  equivalent  for  value  received.  The  world  will  not  concede  this  gratitude 
until  they  have  received  the  value.  They  will  only  concede  it  to  the  source 
through  which  they  receive  it,  and  they  will  examine  very  closely  the  claims  of 
those  who  may  claim  to  have  acted  as  agents  in  the  matter. 

"  To  investigate  this  last  position  further :  The  world  is  to  bestow  a  large 
reward  in  honor  and  in  gratitude,  but  requires  indisputable  evidence  of  merit 
on  the  part  of  the  recipient.  It  is  prejudiced  against  ex  post  facto  claims, 
because  it  naturally  argues,  first,  that  one  who  had  made  the  invention,  and 
appreciated  it,  would,  in  anticipation  of  this  honor,  grateful  to  all  men,  hare 
published  his  invention  when  he  made  it ;  and  secondly,  that  although  such  cc 
jpoit  facto  claimant  be  a  real  inventor,  yet  he  is  so  only  in  relation  to  himself, 
or  those  with  whom  he  has  communicated ;  and  as  he  either  could  not,  or  did 
not,  make  the  world  at  large  feel  the  full  value  of  it,  so  they  owe  him  nothing. 
Such  is  ample  reason  for  the  world's  prejudice  against  such  claims. 

**  This  suspicion  of  inventors,  who  do  not  appear  until  after  the  world  has 
been  made  to  recognize  a  discovery,  is  also  justified  by  the  remarkable  fact  that 
hardly  an  invention  of  importance  was  ever  made  known  that  it  was  not  at 
once  claimed,  often  simultaneouslv,  from  a  variety  of  sources.  It  is  perfectly 
natural  that  it  should  be  thus  claimed.  The  world,  whether  in  science  or  in 
art,  is  built  up  to  a  certain  point  by  the  easy  and  wide  transmission  of  knowl- 
edge, and  upon  this  elevation  stand  a  multitude  of  philosophers,  engaged,  often, 
in  identical  researches,  and  who  will  be  possessed  of  much  information  upon  the 
subject  to  which  a  discoverer  first  gives  utterance.  The  world  is  then  liable  for 
a  short  time  to  confound  their  claims,  to  conftise  the  perfect  with  the  imperfiect 
knowledge ;  the  incomplete  result  of  few  facts  with  the  complete  demonstration 
,  from  many ;  the  unproved  with  the  indisputable  j  theory  with  fact.  But  the 
law  of  the  land  has  lefl  no  doubt  upon  this  point.  Before  ceding  a  patent  it 
first  identifies  a  discoverer.  Here  is  an  opinion  from  the  clear  head  of  Judge 
Story  :  •*  He  is  the  first  inventor  in  the  sense  of  the  act,  and  entitled  to  a  patent 
for  his  invention,  who  has  first  perfected  and  adapted  the  same  to  use;  and 
until  it  is  so  perfected  and  adapted  to  use,  it  is  not  patentable.  An  imperfect 
and  incomplete  invention,  resting  in  mere  theory,  or  in  intellectual  notion,  or  in 
uncertain  experiments,  and  not  actually  reduced  to  practice,  is  not  and  cannot 
be  patentable  under  our  patent  acts.  In  a  race  of  diligence  between  two  inde- 
pendent inventors,  he  who  first  reduces  liis  invention  to  a  fixed,  positive,  and 
practical  form  would  seem  to  be  entitled  to  a  priority  of  right  to  a  patent 
therefor.* 

"  And  the  actual  history  of  discovery  and  invention  is  conclusive  upon  these 
points.  The  world,  if  it  has  doubted  awhile,  has  always  been  right  in  the  end. 
The  man  who  has  first  generalized  the  proposition,  and  first  made  the  worid 
allow  that  it  was  thus  generalized,  has  been  tne  inventor. 

"  About  ]  750  one  Sultzer  published  an  account  of  the  peculiar  taste  arising 
from  the  contact  of  bits  of  silver  and  of  lead  with  the  tongue.  Fortj 
years  after,  Galvani  brought  metals  in  contact  with  a  frog's  leg.  In  each  case 
a  hint  was  received.  Sultzer  published  it,  but  the  world  were  not  impressed 
with  its  importance.  Galvani  pursued  the  hint  with  numerous  experiments; 
demonstrated  that  the  phenomena  resulted  from  a  new  modification  of  abs^et 
force;  compelled  the  world  to  recognize  it,  and  was  the  discoverer. 

"  The  young  countrywoman  at  Scdbury  said  of  small-pox,  I  cannot  take  that 
disease,  for  I  have  had  cow-pox  !  The  Duchess  of  Cleveland  said  she  liad  no 
fear  about  her  beauty,  for  she  had  had  a  disorder  which  would  prevent  her  from 
ever  catching  the  small-pox.  Were  these  discoverers  1  No.  They  fiimished 
the  isolated  hint,  and  made  no  further  experiments.     Jenner,  with  infinite  en- 
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ergy  and  perseverance,  throngh  many  succesBive  years,  in  spite  of  ridicule,  at 
last  proved,  not  that  cow-pox  might  protect  the  system,  b»t  that  it  always  would 
thus  protect  it,  and  that  it  was  safe.  He  generalized  the  single  fact,  and  was  a 
discoverer. 

"  Many  experimenters  raised  their  voice  to  say  that  they,  too,  had  wiped  up 
acids  with  a  towel,  which  had  then  burned  like  powder.  Schonbein  was  the 
first  to  make  the  world  allow  that  cotton,  treated  by  a  certain  process,  always 
would  thus  burn. 

"  The  Abbe  Nollet  suspected  the  identity  of  the  electric  fluid  and  of  light- 
ning, and  experiments  were  made  in  France.  Franklin,  braving  the  ridicule  of 
flEulure,  flew  his  kite,  and  by  this  and  subsequent  experiments  with  a  lightning- 
rod,  he  proved  that  the  electric  fluid  was  thus  identical. 

"  Adams  made  a  calculation  with  regard  to  the  existence  of  a  new  planet,  and 
could  not  or  did  not  compel  the  world,  through  the  astronomer  royal,  to  listen 
to  him.  Leverrier  calculated  a  result,  compelled  the  world  to  recognize  its  in- 
trinsic greatness,  and  the  magnitude  of  his  own  mathematical  power,  and  was 
the  discoverer. 

**  Jonathan  Hull,  the  Abbe  Amal,  the  Earl  of  Stanhope,  Franklin,  and  oth- 
ers, proposed  to  propel  boats  by  steam.  They  tried  it,  and  failed  to  persuade 
the  world  of  the  expediency  or  value  of  the  method.  Long  after,  Fulton,  im- 
pressed with  the  immense  importance  of  the  subject,  made  a  series  of  experi- 
ments and  calculations,  discerned  the  cause  of  previous  failures,  persevered 
through  inconceivable  difficulties,  and  in  the  face  of  ridicule  he  felt  but  did  not 
yield  to,  demonstrated  a  proposition — ^not  that  steam,  a  long-recognized  powe4 
might  be  made  to  move  a  boat,  but  that  it  could  do  so  efficiently  and  profitably. 
He  first  compelled  the  world  to  recognize  this  great  fact,  and  was  the  discoverer 
of  this  abstract  truth,  and  the  inventor  of  a  profitable  steamboat. 

''  A  hundred  other  instances  might  be  cited  to  show  that  the  man  to  whom 
the  original  hint  occurs  is  not  the  inventor ;  nor  yet  he  who  forms  a  theory  upon 
this  hint ;  nor  even  he  who  publishes  this  theory,  if  he  does  not  convince  otner 

J  people  of  its  truth.  This  last  may  readily  occur.  A  man  may  happen  upon  a 
brtunate  theory,  and  yet  not  appreciate  its  value,  so  he  gives  himself  no 
trouble  to  proclaim  it ;  or  perhaps  his  proofs  are  not  conclusive,  and  the  world 
will  not  believe.  Goethe  knew  this  wnen  he  said,  *  Many  things  may  be  dis- 
covered and  made  known  for  a  long  time  without  producing  any  effect  on  the 
world,  or  the  effect  may  be  wrought  without  its  being  observed — ^wrought  and 
yet  not  take  hold  of  the  multitude.  This  is  the  reason  why  the  history  of  in- 
ventions is  so  surrounded  with  strange  riddles.' 

"  He  is  the  inventor  who  generalizes  the  single  instance,  and  who  makes  the 
world  concede  that  it  is  thus  generalized. 

"  Now,  if  there  is  any  one  point  which  has  identified  the  true  inventor's  mind, 
it  has  been  an  invincible  determination  to  compel  the  world  to  recognize  the 
reality  and  value  of  its  invention.  The  inventor  saw  it  himself  when  other  men 
could  not,  and  he  determined  that  other  men  should  see  it,  and  he  accomplished 
bis  determination.  *He,*  Sidney  Smith  says,  in  the  Edinburgh  Review,  *is 
not  the  inventor  who  first  sai/s  the  thing,  but  he  who  says  it  so  long,  loud,  and 
clearly,  that  he  compels  mankind  to  hear  him.' 

*•  Recognize  this  point,  and  the  question  of  invention  is  comparatively  simple. 
Yet  it  is  not  recognized.  There  is  no  abatement  of  claims  to  previous  invention. 
The  writer  of  a  life  of  Fulton  well  says :  *  Those  who  question  Mr.  Fulton's 
claim  are  precisely  those  who  have  been  utterly  unsuccessful  in  their  own  at- 
tempts; and  it  would  seem  that  exactly  in  proportion  as  their  efforts  were 
abortive,  and  as  they  had  thrown  away  money  in  fruitless  experiments,  their 
claims  rose  in  their  own  estimation,  and  that  of  their  partisans.'  And  the  wit- 
ness, I  believe  before  the  House  of  Commons,  probably  did  not  overstate  the 
matter  when  he  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that  if  a  man  were  to  show  that  he  had 
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found  a  road  to  the  moon,  his  neighbors  would  testify  that,  if  they  had  not  been 
there  themselves,  they  knew  several  individuals  who  where  familiar  with  the 
road  in  question. 

"The  above  considerations  have  been  presented  with  the  intention  and  desire 
of  exposing  the  authority  of  precedent  with  impartiality.  I  have  wished  that 
the  reader  should  not  lean  to  one  or  the  other  side  of  the  ether  controversy,  until  ail 
these  considerations  were  presented.  It  remains  to  show  their  bearing  upon  the 
gist  of  the  evidence  contained  in  the  statements  which  have  been  made  in  behalf 
of  Dr.  Jackson  and  of  Dr.  Morton.  The  considerations  alluded  to  bear  upon 
four  principal  points : 

**  1.  The  character  of  the  mind  and  education  required  for  discovery. 

"  2.  The  suggestion  of  the  discovery. 

"  3.  The  generalization  of  this  suggestion. 

**  4.  Its  presentation  to  the  world. 

**  1.  This  community  is  familiar  with  the  great  scientific  talent  and  attainment 
of  Dr.  Jackson.  Dr.  Morton  has  acuteness,  ingenuity,  zeal,  and  perseverance. 
The  discovery  is  not  of  a  character  to  have  demanded  extensive  scientific  a^ 
quirement,  and  it  is  probable  that  either  Dr.  Jackson  or  Dr.  Morton  might  have 
made  it. 

"  2.  The  suggestion  occurred  to  Davy,  Jackson,*  Wells,  Morton,  and  many 
others.  Horace  Wells  seems  to  have  conceived  this  hypothesis  more  distinctly 
than  any  other  individual.  So  persuaded  was  he  of  its  probability  that  he  made 
several  experiments,  and  even  made  a  journey  to  the  Medical  Class  at  Boston, 
^efore  whom,  however,  he  entirely  failed  to  verify  his  theory.  He  then  aban- 
doned it,  until  it  was  confirmed  by  Dr.  Morton.  Dr.  Jackson  fails  to  prove 
that  Dr.  Morton  was  ignorant  of  the  hypothesis,  until  he  suggested  it  to  him, 
because  Dr.  Morton  shows  by  the  evidence  that  he  was  considering  the  proper- 
ties of  ether,  at  the  intervals  both  of  three  months  and  of  three  days,  before  hia 
interview  with  Dr.  Jackson. 

"  3.  I  have  shown  that  he  who  verifies  the  suggestion  is  the  real  discovCTer. 
Dr.  Morton,  according  to  the  evidence,  did  generalize  this  discovery.  He  veri- 
fied the  suggestion,  from  whatever  source  it  emanated.  He  made  and  modified 
the  experiments  at  his  own  discretion.  He  assumed  the  responsibility  of  dan- 
ger. He  first  conclusively  demonstrated  of  ether — first,  that  it  would  always 
produce  insensibility  to  pain ;  second,  that  it  was  safe.  These  two  points  con- 
stitute the  discovery.  Dr.  Morton  demonstrated  these  points,  and  no  one  else 
did. 

"To  show  that  Dr.  Morton  was  only  a  "nurse" — an  instrument  of  pre-estab- 
lished knowledge — such  knowledge  must  be  proved  to  be  pre-established.  It 
is  impossible  for  human  reason  to  infer,  upon  the  experiments  put  in  evidence 
by  Dr.  Jackson,  either  that  ether  was,  first,  universal  in  its  effects,  or,  second, 
that  it  was  safe.  It  must,  therefore,  be  argued  that  this  knowledge  was  not 
pre-established ;  that  Dr.  Morton  was  not  a  mere  administrator,  but  that  he  was 
an  originator. 

"  4.  Lastly,  many  may  have  been  the  real  discoverers  of  ether  insensibility  to 
pain,  and  at  a  remote  period.  But  if  so,  they  have  kept  it  to  themselves,  and 
they  will  be  known  as  discoverers  only  to  themselves.  The  world  has  always 
honored  that  individual,  among  such  discoverers,  who  presented  his  disi^very 
to  them.  Dr.  Morton  was,  according  to  the  evidence  in  print,  both  the  prime 
mover  and  the  immediate  agent  in  the  introduction  of  this  discovery  to  the 
world." 
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37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com. 

Ad  Session.      \  }    No.  90. 


IN  .THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


Febeuabt  U,  1863  —Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Foster,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT. 

The  Coinmiiiee  on  Foreign  Relations^  to  whom  was  re/erred  the  petition 
of  EUzaheth  JV.  Loit,  respedf  idly  beg  leave  to  report : 

That  the  petitioner  is  the  widow  of  the  late  Peter  Lott,  esq.,  who 
was  consul  of  the  United  States  at  Tehuantepec,  in  the  republic  of 
Mexico,  at  the  time  of  liis  death,  which  occurred  on  the  10th  of 
March,  1862.  The  memorial  sets  forth  that  Mr.  Lott  received  his 
commission  as  consul  on  the  11th  of  November,  18GI,  with  instruc- 
tions as  to  the  duties  and  requirements  of  his  office  from  the  Hon.* 
William  H.  Seward,  Secretary  of  State;  that  accompanying  these  in- 
Hii-n-tions  w;is  a  paper  or  document  signed  by  Mr.  Seward,  containing 
positive  fissurances  that  all  the  actual  necessary  travelling  expenses 
of  the  consul  to  the  place  of  appointment  and  back  again  to  the  United 
States,  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  office,  should  be  paid  in  full 
by  the  government  of  the  United  States;  that  Mr.  Lott  received  said 
instructions  and  document  on  the  25th  of  November,  1861,  and  on 
the  21st  day  of  December  then  next,  he,  together  with  the  petitioner, 
sailed  from  New  York  for  the  port  of  Aspinwall,  and  that  they  arrived 
at  the  city  of  Tehuantepec  on  the  18th  day  of  January,  1862;  that 
Mr.  Lott  was  enfeebled  in  health  by  the  discomforts  and  exposure  of 
bis  voyage,  and  on  the  10th  of  March  following  he  died,  leaving  the 
petitioner  in  a  destitute  condition;  that  she  remained  at  TehuaYitepec 
for  about  two  months,  during  which  time  she  performed  the  duties  of 
the  office,  and  on  the  20th  of  May,  1862,  she  started  on  her  return  to 
the  United  States,  and  was  forty  days  in  reaching  New  York;  that 
the  entire  amount  of  necessary  expenditure  in  travelling  to  and  from, 
and  while  residing  at  Tehuantepec,  was  $750,  and  that  the  amount  of 
salary  allowed  by  law  will  not  equal  that  sum;  that  nothing  has  yet 
been  received  either  for  salary  or  expenses,  and  the  petitioner  asks 
that  one  yearns  salary,  $1,500,  may  be  given  to  her. 

The  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State  was  called  to  this  petition 
by  one  of  the  members  of  the.committee,  and  the  Secretary  addressed 
to  him  a  letter,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy. 


2  ELIZABETH   W.    LOTT. 

Department  op  State, 
Washington^  January  13,  1863. 

Sir:  In  reference  to  the  memorial  of  Mrs.  Elizabeth  W.  Lott,  which 
!  you  left  at  the  department  yesterday,  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that 

her  husband,  Peter  Lott,  was  appointed  consul  of  the   United  States 
at  Tehuantepec,  on  the  llth  of  November,  1861,  with  compensation, 
under  the  act  of  August  2,  1861,  at  the  rate  of  fifteen  hundred  dol- 
'  lars  ($1,500)  per  annum,  but  neither  in  his  general  instructions* n6r 

in  any  paper  or  document  signed  by  me,  accompanying  those  instruc- 
tions, was  it  said  that  all  his  actual  necessary  travelling  expenses  to 
the  place  of  his  appointhient  and  back  again  to  the  United  States  at 
the  expiration  of  his  term  of  office  should  be  paid  and  satisfied  in  fall 
by  the  government  of  the  United  States.'  The  8th  section  of  the  act 
of  August  18,  1856,  allows  compensation  to  a  consul  for  the  time  oc- 
cupied in  receiving  his  instructions,  not  to  exceed  30  days,  and  in 
making  the  transit  between  the  place  of  his  residence  when  appointed 
and  his  post  of  duty  at  the  commencement  and  termination  of  his 
official  service,  and  as  soon  as  the  department  was  enabled  to  establish 
I  the  precise  periods  for  which  compensation  should  be  paid  to  Mr. 

.  Lott,  a  letter  dated  27th  May  last,  a  copy  of  which  is  enclosed,  was 

^  addressed  to  the  Fifth  Auditor  for  his  information  in  the  adjustment  of 

!  the  account,  which  adjustment  I  understand  has  been  delayed  by  the 

continued  absence  of  a  statement  of  the  fees  received  by  Mr.  Lott 
while  at  his  post.  If  Mrs.  Lott  can  furnish  such  statement,  the 
bahmce  due  to  the  estate  of  her  husband  will  be  paid  to  his  legal 
representative. 

The  department  is  not  aware  of  any  case  analogous  to  that  of  Mr. 
Lottos  in  which  Congress  has  made  an  appropriation  of  a  year's  salary 
to  the  legal  representatives  of  a  person  dying  abroad  in  the  service 
of  his  country.     The  memorial  of  Mrs.  Lott  is  returned  herein. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

WILLIAM  H.  SEWARD. 
Hon.  0.  H.  Browning, 
ji  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations^  Senate. 

f^  The  committee  can  discover  no  good  grounds  on  which  the  prayer 

of  the  petition  can  be  granted,  nor  can  they  recommend  any  appro- 
priation beyond  the  amount  of  salary  provided  by  law  in  the  case. 
That,  as  the  committee  understand,  will  be  paid  at  the  treasury  at 
any  time,  on  complying  with  the  regulations  of  the  department. 

The  committee  therefore  ask  to  be  discharged  from  further  con- 
jsideration  of  the  petition. 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  j  Rep.  Com. 

3d  Session.      )  {  No.  91. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


February  16,  1863  — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Foster  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  No.  363.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  tvhom  was  referred  the  Hovse  report 
No  363,  and  the  biU  accompanying,  for  the  relief  of  Edwin  W.  Jones, 
respectfully  report  : 

That  it  appears  that  said  Jones  was  a  private  in  company  B,  5th 
infantry,  United  States  army,  in  the  Mexican  war.  The  petition  sets 
forth,  as  a  reason  for  his  claim  for  a  pension,  that  while  in  an  engage- 
ment near  National  Bridge  he  was  wounded  in  the  hand,  and  was 
thereby  disabled.  He  was  discharged  from  service,  however,  on  the 
ground  of  general  debility,  and  the  report  of  the  House  is  in  favor  of 
granting  him  a  pension  on  account  of  chronic  diarrhoea.  There  is  no 
evidence,  except  his  own  statement,  that  this  diarrhoea  was  contracted 
in  the  service  of  the  United  States  and  in  the  line  of  his  duty.  The  sur- 
geon's certificate,  on  which  his  discharge  was  granted,  gives  his  dis- 
eases as  **  inflammation  of  the  bladder''  and  **  rheumatism,"  not 
mentioning  either  a  wound  or  diarrhoea.  It  further  appears  that  his 
claim  for  a  pension  has  been  submitted  to  the  Pension  Office  and  re- 
jected; and  the  committee  would  not  feel  authorized,  except  in  ex- 
traordinary instances,  to  overrule  the  decisions  of  the  Commissioner 
of  Pensions.  They  do  not  think  this  case  presents  any  extraordinary 
merits,  and  they  accordingly  report  back  the  bill  with,  a  recommenda- 
tion that  it  do  not  pass. 


»1 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  f  Rep.  Com. 

3d  Session.       )  J     No.  92. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


February  16,  1863. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Wilson,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  the  Militia, 
submitted  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  the  MUitia^  to  whom  was  re- 
/erred  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  tlie  2%th  January^  1863,  having 
had  it  under  consideration^  report: 

The  resolution  is  in  these  words  : 

"  That  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  be  instructed  to  inquire,  for  the 
purpose  of  extending  such  relief  as  the  circumstances  may  require,  into  the  case 
of  Mr.  Thomas,  of  Maryland,  now  a  prisoner  of  war  at  Fort  Lafayette,  who,  it  is 
represented,  is  in  a  dungeon  of  that  fortress  since  June  last,  and  who  is  now 
hopelessly  insane  by  reason  of  his  sufferings." 

The  committee,  in  their  investigation  of  this  case,  received  the  fol- 
lowing communications,  which  exhibit  Mr.  Thomas's  condition  and  ex- 
plain the  reason  why  he  has  been  kept  in  solitary  confinement  since 
3d  March,  1862. 


War  Department, 
Washington  City,  D.  C,  February  10,  1863. 
Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit,  in  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate 
of  the  28th  of  January  last,  the  reports  of  the  commanding  officer  and  surgeon 
at  Fort  Lafayette,  New  York  harbor,  in  relation  to  the  confinement,  treatment, 
health,  and  mental  condition  of  Mr.  Thomas,  of  Maryland.  I  also  enclose  the 
report  of  the  adjutant  general,  giving  the  reasons  for  subjecting  him  to  close 
confinement  after  the  3d  of  March  last. 

Very  respectfully,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

EDWIN  M.  STANTON, 

Secretary  of  War. 
Hon.  H.  Wilson, 

Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs^ 

United  States  Senate, 


MR.      THOMAS. 


Fort  Hamilton,  New  York  Harbor, 

February  2,  1863. 

Sir  :  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yours  of  the  30th  day  of  Januanr, 
1863,  enclosing  a  resolution  of  Congress. 

I  have  the  honor  herewith  to  forward  an  answer  to  that  communication, 
accompanied  by  a  surgeon's  certificate  with  regard  to  the  health  of  Mr.  Thoma*. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

MARTIN  BURKE, 
Lieutenant  Colonel  3d  Artillery. 
Brigadier  General  E.  S.  Canby, 

United  States  Army,  Washington  City,  D.  C 


Fort  Lafayette,  New  York  Harbor, 

February  2,  1863. 
Colonel:    In  obedience  to  the  instructions?  this  day  received  from  you  I 
have  the  honor  to  report  the  following,  viz:  Richard  Thomas  Zarvona  was  com- 
mitted to  this  fort  on  the  3d  day  of  December,  1861,  and  was  allowed  the  same 
i  privileges  as  the  othi'r  prisoners  until  the  3d  day  of  March,  1862,  on  which 

date  he  was  plac(?d  in  close  confinement  by  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 
dated  28th  day  of  February,  1862.  After  that  date  he  was  not  allowed  to 
leave  his  room,  except  to  go  to  the  water-closet,  (which  is  situated  ou  the  g^ea- 
wall,)  in  charge  of  a  member  of  the  guard;  of  which  privilege  he  took  advan- 
l  tage  on  the  night  of  the  31st  day  of  April,  1862,  and  attempted   to  escape  bv 

jumping  overboard,  and  swimming  to  the  Long  Island  shore.      Since  that  time 
J  he  has  not  been  out  of  his  room,  except  to  see  his  mother,  who  visited  h^min 

October  la^t  by  permission  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

The  room  he  is  confined  in  is  one  of  those  intended  for  quarters,  twentv-five 
^  feet  long  and  fifteen  feet  wide,  with  three  windows,  one  of  which   is  ciowd. 

^  because  it  opens  upon  the  court  where  the  other  prisoners  exercise ;   the  otha? 

ai-e  open.     The  room  is  the  same  which  Senator  Wall  (with   several  others) 
occupied  while  confined  here. 
I  He  is  not  allowed  communication  with  any  one,  except  the   officers  of  thf 

^  post  and  non-commissioned  officers  of  the  guard.  ♦ 

He  is  permitted  to  supply  himself,  through  the  commanding  officer  of  tbe 
post,  with  anything  he  mfiy  wish  in  the  way  of  food  (in  addition  to  the  regular 
ration  which  is  issued  to  him )  and  clothing. 

He  is  not  permitted  the  use  of  paper  or  books,  as  he  has  takeu  advantagt'  of 
those  privileges  to  communicate  with  parties  outside.  As  regards  his  health  1 
have  the  honor  to  tmnsmit  herewith  the  report  *f  Acting  Assistant  Surgfoa 
W.  II.  Studley,  who  is  surgeon  of  the  post. 

I  am,  colonel,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

CHAS.  O.  WOOD, 
First  Lieutenant  9tk  Infantry,  commanding  post. 
Colonel  M.  Burke, 

Commanding,  S^c,  Fort  Hamilton. 


I 


MR.      THOMAS. 


Fort  Lafayette,  February  2,  1863. 

Colonel  Burke  :  In  obedience  to  your  orders,  I  have  this  day  examined 
Colonel  Richard  Thomas  Zarvona,  confederate  States  army,  and  find  that  his 
health  is  generally  good ;  according  to  his  own  admission,  that  it  is  better  than 
when  he  entered  the  fort.  In  reference  to  his  mental  condition,  I  find  him  social 
and  rational,  but  somewhat  eccentric  in  some  of  his  ideas,  and  yet  no  more  so 
than  in  thousands  who  may  be  said  to  be  born  with  a  certain  turn  of  character. 
Therefore,  in  my  opinion,  I  should  deem  his  peculiarities  perfectly  consistent 
with  sanity  of  mind. 

Respectfully  yours, 

W.  H.  STUDLEY,  M.  D., 
Acting  Assistant  Surgeon^  United  States  Army 
Colonel  M.  Burke, 

Commanding,  Sfc  Fort  Hamilton. 


War  Department, 
Adjutant  GeneraVs  Office^  Washington^  February  10,  1863. 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  your  instructions,  I  have  the  honor  to  report  that 
Colonel  Richard  Thomas,  alias  Richard  Thomas  Zarvona,  was  captured  on  board 
the  steamer  Mary  Washington,  near  Annapolis,  July  7,  1861,  and  confined  at 
ITort  McHonry,  Baltimore,  Maryland.  He  was  recognized  on  the  steamer  as 
the  man  who  headed  a  party  which  captured  the  steamer  St.  Nicholas,  plying 
between  Baltimore  and  the  Potomac,  and  was  indicted  by  the  grand  jury  of 
Maryland  district  for  this  offence,  and  for  treason.  When  search  was  made  for 
him  on  the  Mary  Washington  he  was  found  dressed  in  female  apparel  and  con- 
cealed in  a  bureau  in  one  of  the  state  rooms.  General  Dix,  in  his  report  of 
February  20,  1862,  thinks  he  should  have  been  treated  as  a  "  pirate  and  a  spy." 
1'here  are  four  witnesses  against  him  as  to  the  first  crime,  who  were  at  Fort 
McIIenry  the  last  of  September.  The  evidence  to  the  second  charge  consists 
in  his  being  taken  in  disguise  as  a  female,  with  a  commission  of  colonel  "  in  the 
active  volunteer  forces  "  of  Virginia  upon  his  person  at  the  time. 

In  consequence  of  the  report  made  in  his  case,  he  has  not  been  placed  on  the 
list  of  prisoners  of  war,  but  is  held  confined  at  Fort  Lafayette.  He  was  placed 
in  close  confinement  for  trying  to  make  arrangements  to  escape ;  and  while  so 
confined  did  make  a  desperate  attempt  to  escape  by  breaking  away  from  the 
_guard  and  jumping  overboard,  on  the  night  of  April  21,  1862. 

Respectftilly  submitted. 

E.  D.  TOWNSEND, 

Assistant  Adjutant  General, 

Hon.  E.  M.  Stanton, 

Secretary  of  War. 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com. 

3d  Session,      f  (    No.  93. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


FiBRUABT  17,  1863. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Poster  submitted  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  No.  684.] 

The  Committee  on  PensionSy  to  whom  teas  re/erred  the  petition  of  Rosa 
Benshaw  and  Caroline  T.  Bensfiaw,  sisters  of  the  late  Commander 
William  B.  Benshaw^  respectfully  report : 

The  petitioners  are  daughters  of  the  late  Commodore  James  Ren- 
shaw,  who  spent  his  life  in  the  service  of  his  country,  and  sisters  of 
Commander  William  B.  Renshaw,  who  was  killed  at  Galveston  on  the 
first  day  of  January,  1863,  by  the  explosion  of  the  magazine  of  the 
United  States  gunboat  Westfield,  which  was  blown  up  to  prevent  her 
falling  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy.  Commander  Renshaw  was  so 
anxious  to  see  this  duty  faithfully  performed  that  he  remained  on 
board  his  vessel  until  too  late  to  save  his  life,  nobly  falling  at  the 
post  of  duty.  He  was  a  gallant  and  accomplished  officer,  who  had 
served  thirty-two  years  in  the  navy,  having  entered  it  as  a  midship- 
man in  1831.  It  further  appears  that,  since  the  death  of  their  father, 
the  petitioners  have  been  wholly  dependent  upon  their  brother  for 
support,  and  especially  so  since  one  of  them  has  been  for  a  series  of 
years  afflicted  with  an  incurable  disease,  and  for  the  last  twelve  years 
has  been  unable  to  leave  her  bed,  and  demanded  the  whole  time  and 
constant  care  of  the  other  sister.  Commander  Renshaw,  in  view  of 
the  destitute  and  helpless  condition  of  his  sisters,  was  never  married, 
but  devoted  such  of  his  pay  as  he  could  spare  to  their  support.  By 
his  death  they  are  left  without  the  means  of  subsistence. 

The  committee  think  that,  while  a  pension  should  not  be  granted 
to  the  sister  who  is  in  good  health,  the  case  of  the  other  petitioner, 
who  is  both  destitute  and  helpless,  falls  within  the  spirit  and 
equity  of  the  general  pension  law.  That  act  provides  a  pension  for 
an  orphan  sister  dependent,  by  reason  of  youth,  upon  the  brother  for 
support.  The  committee  think  that  one  equally  dependent  by  reason 
of  disease  is  entitled  to  relief,  and  they  accordingly  report  the  ac- 
companying bill  for  the  relief  of  Caroline  T.  Renshaw,  one  of  the^ 
petitioners. 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com. 

3d  Session.      )  ]    No.  94. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


FiBRUABT  17,  1863.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Poster,  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  No.  635.] 

Hie  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  tvhom  was  re/erred  the  petition  of  Emma 
L.  FuUer^  widow  of  Arthur  B.  FuUer,  late  chaplain  of  the  IQth. regi- 
ment Massachusetts  volunteers : 

That  it  appears  that  Arthur  B.  Fuller  was  the  chaplain  of  the  16th 
regiment  of  Massachusetts  volunteers;  that  his  health  was  much  im- 
paired by  the  hardships  and  exposures  of  the  peninsular  campaign; 
that  after  repeated  efforts  to  renew  his  labors  in  the  camp  of  his  regi- 
ment, which  were  foiled  by  his  sickness  returning  upon  every  such 
attempt,  it  was  finally  determined,  by  the  advice  of  army  surgeons, 
that  his  malady  was  such  that  he  could  not  bear  exposure  in  the  field. 
He  was  accordingly  honorably  discharged,  on  surgeon's  certificate  of 
disability,  on  the  10th  day  of  December,  1862.  On  the  11th  day  of 
December,  on  the  call  for  volunteers  to  cross  the  Rappahannock  at  the 
battle  of  Fredericksburg,  he  volunteered,  and  was  killed  in  the  ser- 
vice soon  after  entering  Fredericksburg,  while  gallantly  rallying  a 
company  of  his  regment. 

The  committee  think  that,  though  Chaplain  Fuller  was  technically 
out  of  the  service  of  the  United  States,  still  he  was  really  in  the  ser- 
vice of  his  country  and  in  the  line  of  duty  while  bravely  leading  on 
the  soldiers,  and  dying  on  the  field  of  battle.  They,  therefore, 
think  the  petitioner  entitled  to  the  relief  for  which  she  prays,  and 
accordingly  report  a  bill. 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  J  Rep.  Com. 

3d  Seseton.      j"  (    No.  95. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


FiBRUART  17,  1863. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Jtir.  Harding,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  submitted  the 

following 

REPOKT. 

[To  aocompany  bill  S.  No.  537.] 

The  facts  upon  which  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  base  a  favor- 
able report. upon  the  above-named  bill  are  as  follows  : 

The  Soscd  rancho  is  settled  upon  and  occupied  by  an  enterprising 
body  of  agriculturists — men  who  have  spent  their  means  liberally  in 
making  improvements — claiming  their  lands  under  the  Soscol  grant  of 
M.  G.  Vallejo.  In  1847  the  town  of  Benicia  was  laid  out,  its  pro- 
jectors and  settlers  relying  on  the  Vallejo  title.  It  has  grown  to  be 
a  town  of  several  thousand  inhabitants,  and  is  among  the  more  im- 
portant of  the  interior  villages  of  California.  The  town  of  Vallejo  is 
upon  the  same  rancho,  was  laid  out  in  1850,  and  is  also  of  considera- 
ble importance,  the  lands  therein  being  held  under  the  same  title. 
The  entire  rancho  has  passed  out  of  the  hands  of  the  original  grantee 
into  the  possession  of  a  multitude  of  small  holders,  and  is  covered  by 
numerous  small  farms  and  orchards,  each  enclosed  by  substantial 
fences,  highly  cultivated,  and  dotted  all  over  with  comfortable  farm- 
houses and  other  buildings.  All  these  settlers  upon  the  rancho  hold 
by  purchase  of  M.  G.  Vallejo,  having  paid  for  their  lands  in  good 
faith  and  in  the  firm  belief,  supported  by  the  best  legal  advice  attain- 
able, that  the  title  of  Vallejo  was  valid.  Several  millions  -of  dollars 
have  been  expended  in  improvements  upon  the  rancho,  and  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  dollars  are  secured  by  mortgage  upon  the  farms  into 
which  the  rancho  has  been  divided.  It  is  obvious  that  great  confu- 
sion and  distress  must  arise  in  a  community  of  this  character,  with 
property  interests  so  extensive,  when  it  is  suddenly  discovered  that 
their  title  is  invalid,  and  the  wealth  they  had  supposed  their  own 
is  suddenly  taken  away  and  all  the  accumulations  of  years  swept  from 
them. 

There  are  many  circumstances  which  tended  to  give  to  the  settlers 
upon  the  Soscol  rancho  confidence  in  the  title  which  they  purchased. 
M.  G.  Vallejo,  the  grantee  from  the  Mexicaa  government,  belonged 
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to  one  of  the  most  influential  families  of  California.  In  1827  he  wag 
a  member  of  the  departmental  legislature.  He  afterwards  held  a 
high  official  position  under  Governor  Figueroa,  and  still  later,  in 
1839,  was  commissioned  by  the  supreme  government  aei  militar\'  com- 
mandant of  Alta  California.  At  various  times  during  the  troubles 
in  Mexico,  and  its  consequent  pecuniary  straits,  he  furnished  the 
government  large  sums  of  money  and  other  supplies  ;  and,  in  con- 
sideration of  these  favors  to  the  government,  Micbeltorena,  then 
governor  of  California,  and  invested  with  extraordinary  powers  bj 
the  home  government,  granted  to  Vallejo  the  Soscol  rancho  in  1843, 
several  years  before  the  conquest  of  the  State  by  the  United  States. 
From  that  time  Vallejo  had  the  exclusive  and  undisputed  use  and 
possession  of  the  rancho,  having  upon  it  his  residence,  several  thou- 
sand head  of  horses  and  cattle,  numerous  dependents  and  retainers, 
and  exercised  over  it  all  acts  of  ownership.  Thus  matters  stood 
when  California  became  a  part  of  the  Union  by  a  treaty  guarantee- 
ing, on  the  part  of  the  American  government,  protection  to  the 
property  of  Mexican  citizens.  Complying  with  the  law  of  Congrea 
requiring  Mexican  citizens  to  prove  their  ownership  of  grants,  Val- 
lejo presented  to  the  board  of  land  commissioners  his  claim  to  the 
land  he  had  held  and  owned  for  years  before.  That  boay}  was  satis- 
fied as  to  the  meritorious  character  of  this  grant,  for  after  a  thoroagh 
investigation  of  the  documentary  evidence  in  the  case,  and  an  elabo- 
rate examination  of  witnesses,  the  case  was  confirmed  by  said  board 
on  the  22d  May,  1855.  This  decision  of  the  board  of  land  commis- 
sioners was  subsequently  confirmed  by  the  higher  tribunal  of  the 
United  States  district  court  for  the  northern  district  of  California. 

After  this  grant  had  passed  the  ordeal  of  two  courts  of  the  United 
States,  and  had  been  indorsed  by  them  as  genuine,  the  owner  would  j 
naturally  feel  warranted  in  selling  portions  of  the  same  to  third 
parties,  and  those  desiring  to  purchase  would  not  be  apt  to  doubt  the 
validity  of  the  title  against  the  decision  of  two  courts  of  the  United 
States.  In  addition  to  this,  it  should  be  stated  that  the  government, 
desiring  a  location  for  a  military  establishment  near  Benicia,  caused 
an  investigation  to  be  made  into  the  bona  fides  of  this  title,  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Attorney  General,  and  that  officer  reporting  that 
the  title  was  valid,  the  government  purchased  a  portion  of  the  land, 
and  now  holds  it  under  the  Vallejo  title. 

After  these  various  decisions,  the  validity  of  the  title  was  taken  for 
granted  until  the  decision  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court.  That 
decision  was  not  made  upon  any  alleged  fraud,  but  upon  a  technical 
question  as  to  the  powers  and  duties  of  Micheltorena  in  making  the 
grant,  and  this  question  was  raised  for  the  first  time  in  that  court. 

Justice  Grier,  who,  with  Justice  Wayne,  dissented  from  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Supreme  Court  in  rejecting  the  grant  on  technical 
grounds,  said  : 

"  If  this  treaty  is  to  be  executed  in  good  faith  by  this  goverament,  why  shodd 
we  forfeit  property,  for  which  a  large  price  has  been  paid  to  the  Mexican  gov- 
ernment, on  the  assumption  that  the  Mexican  government  would  not  have  cos- 
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firmed  it,  but  would  have  repudiated  it  for  want  of  formal  authority  ?  Vallejo 
was  an  officer  in  the  army,  high  in  the  confidence  of  the  government.  His  salary 
as  an  officer  had  been  in  arrear.  In  a  time  of  difficulty  he  furnishes  provisions 
and  money  to  the  government  of  the  Territory.  How  do  we  know  that  Mexico 
would  have  repudiated  a  sale  of  80,000  acres  as  a  robbery  of  its  territory,  when 
any  two  decent  colonists,  having  a  few  horses  and  cows,  could  have  100,000 
for  nothmg  1 

"  I  believe  the  Mexican  government  would  have  acted  honestly  and  honorably 
with  their  valued  servant,  and  that  the  same  obligation  rests  on  us  by  force  of 
the  treaty. 

"  Now  that  the  land  under  our  government  has  become  of  value,  these  grants 
may  appear  enormous ;  but  the  court  has  a  duty  to  perform  under  the  treaty, 
which  gives  us  no  authority  to  forfeit  a  bona  Jide  grant  because  it  may  not  suit 
our  notions  of  propriety. 

"  We  are  not,  for  that  reason,  to  be  astute  in  searching  for  reasons  to  confis- 
cate a  man's  property  because  he  has  too  much.  Believing,  therefore,  that  in 
the  case  before  us  the  claimant  has  presented  a  genuine  grant  for  a  consideration 
paid,  which  the  Mexican  government  would  never  have  disturbed  for  any  of 
the  reasons  now  offered  for  confiscating  it,  I  must  express,  most  respectfully, 
my  dissent  from  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  court,  with  the  hope  that 
Congress  toill  not  xvff'er  the  very  numerous  purchasers  to  forfeit  the  millions  ex- 
penaed  on  the  faith  of  treaty  obligations.** 

The  bill  reported  by  this  committee  respects  the  occupancy  of  the 
numerous  holders  under  this  title,  recognizing  it,  as  a  pre-emption, 
and  authorizing  a  sale  to  them  for  the  minimum  price  of  public  lands, 
they  paying  the  cost  of  surveys  and  all  other  expenses. 

It  has  been  the  uniform  practice  of  Congress  to  respect  and  protect 
the  improvements  of  settlers.  By  the  decision  we  have  referred  to,  a 
considerable  quantity  of  land,  covered  with  settlers'  improvements, 
has  suddenly  become  the  property  of  the  United  States.  To  send 
out  a  commission  to  California  to  appraise  these  improvements  would 
absorb  all  the  government  could  realize  from  the  sale  of  the  lands. 
Yet,  to  treat  the  settlers  as  intruders  upon  the  public  domain,  and 
deprive  them  of  the  fruits  of  their  labor  and  investments,  would  be  a 
gross  departure  from  the  practice  of  the  government  and  a  great  in- 
justice to  the  settlers.  As  the  bill  proposes  to  sell  them  their  lands 
at  the  government  price,  they  to  be  at  all  the  .expense  necessary  for 
surveys,  litigating  conflicting  interests,  Ac,  the  government  will 
probably  realize  more  from  the  lands  than  it  can  from  any  other 
mode  of  treatment,  while  it  will  do  justice  to  its  citizens  whose  inter- 
ests are  so  deeply  involved  in  the  premises. 

The  legislation  proposed  in  the  bill  is  consistent  with  the  pre- 
cedents ot  congressional  legislation  in  land  cases.  By  act  of  Con- 
gress approved  June  27,  1851,  the  right  of  pre-emption  was  granted 
to  certain  settlers  on  the  Maison  Rouge  grant  in  Louisiana.  The  Con- 
gress passed  the  act  to  take  effect  *'  in  the  event  of  the  final  adjudica- 
tion of  the  title  in  favor  of  the  United  States.'* — (9  Stat,  at  Large, 
p.  565.)  The  final  decision  is  reported  in  11  Howard,  663,  and  the 
act  was  passed  while  the  case  was  pending. 

Another  act,  entitled  *  *  An  act  for  the  settlement  of  certain  classes 
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of  private  land  claims  within  the  limits  of  the  Baron  de  Bastrop  grant, 
and  for  allowing  pre-emption  to  certain  actual  settlers  in  the  event 
of  the  final  ad  judication  of  the  title  of  said  de  Bapstro  in  favor  of  the 
United  Statesj''  was  approved  March  3,  1851. — (9  Stat,  at  Large,  p. 
597.)     The  case  is  found  in  11  Howard,  p.  609. 

The  settlers  on  the  above-named  grants  were  comparatively  few  in 
number,  and  the  grants  eleven  times  as  large  as  the  Soscol  grant, 
while  on  the  latter  some  three  thousand  families  are  settled,  and 
several  thousand  others,  all  holding  under  the  Soscol  title. 

Up  to  the  time  of  the  rejection  of  the  Soscol  grant  during  the 
present  Congress,  the  settlers  were  undisturbed  by  any  outside  par- 
ties; but  difficulties  have  since  arisen  from  the  entrance  of  parties 
upon  the  grant  on  the  claim  that  it  is  public  land,  leading  to  col- 
lisions, which  must  increase  if  Congress  does  not  intervene.  The 
parties  so  claiming  have  entered  within  the  enclosures  of  settlers,  and 
scenes  of  violence  have  hence  resulted. 

In  view  of  all  the  facts- in  the  case — ^the  fact  that  so  large  a  popula- 
tion of  industrious  agriculturists  have  settled  upon  and  improved  the 
grant;  that  they  have  bought  their  lands  in  good  faith — the  prece- 
dents cited,  and  the  consistent  policy  of  the  government  towards 
settlers,  with  the  bona  fides  of  the  grant  itself,  the  committee  report 
back  the  bill,  and  recommend  its  passage. 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  j  Rep.  Com. 

3d  Session.      j  (No.  96. 


IN  THE  SENATE   OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Fkbeuart  18,  1863. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Sumner  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  aooompany  bill  8.  No.  642.] 

Tfie  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations^  to  whom  was  r^erred  the  petition 
of  Henry  P.  Blanchard,  praying  compensation  for  services  performed 
as  marshal  for  the  consular  court  at  Canton,  have  had  the  same  under 
consideration,  and  report : 

That  the  memorialist  was  duly  appointed  and  served  as  United 
States  marshal  for  the  consular  court  at  Canton,  in  China,  established 
under  the  act  of  August  11,  1848,  as  is  shown  by  the  following  copy 
of  a  letter  on  file  fn  the  Department  of  State: 

United  States  Consulate, 

Canton,  November  26,  186fr. 

Sir:  At  the  request  of  Mr.  H.  P.  Blanchard,  desiring  me  to  inform. 
the  department  of  the  period  during  which  he  performed  the  duties 
of  United  States  marshal  at  this  port,  I  have  to  state  that  Mr.  Blanch- 
ard entered  upon  the  duties  of  United  States  marshal  at  this  port  on 
the  22d  day  of  February,  1858,  and  continued  to  perform  the  duties, 
appertaining  to  the  said  office  up  to  the  30th  day  of  August,  I860,. 
the  day  on  which  his  successor,  Mr.  F.  H.  Haskell,  was  appointed,, 
and  whose  appointment  was  approved  by  Mr.  Ward,  the  United^ 
States  minister  to  China. 

Respectfully,  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  your  most  obedient  servant,. 

OLIVER  H.  PERRY, 
United  States  Consuls 
Hon.  Lewis  Cass, 

Secretary  of  State. 

The  memorialist  states  that  he  accepted  the  appointment  as  mar* 
shal  for  the  consular  court  under  the  belief  that  a  rompensation  of  one 
thousand  dollars  per  annum  would  be  paid  him  for  his  services.  These 
embraced  the  perplexing  and  difficult  duties  of  quelling  and  settling 
troubles  on  shipboard  with  mutinous  crews,  arresting  runaway  sea- 
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men,  adjusting  claims  of  Chinese  for  damages  suflFered  by  them  at  the 
hands  of  drunken  American  sailors,  and  procuring  the  release  of  kid- 
napped coolies,  who  were  about  being  taken  from  Whampoain  Amercan 
vessels  engaged  in  that  inhuman  traffic.  For  these  and  other  services 
Mr.  Blanchard  states  that  he  has  never  received  any  remuneration, 
**  either  from  the  United  States  consul  or  from  fees  collected,  or  in 
any  other  manner,  or  from  any  source  whatever.''  That  these  ser- 
vices were  faithfully  performed   is  shown  by  the  following  letter  : 

BuBEAU  OF  Equipment  and  Clothing, 

Washington,  D.  0.,  November  17,  1862. 
Henry  P.  Blanchard,  esq.,  was  performing  the  duties  of  United 
States  marshal  of  Canton  and   Whampoa  while  I  was  in  command  of 
the  United  States  ship  Portsmouth  in  China,  and  these  services  were 
eflfectually  performed. 

As  Mr.  Blanchard  has  not  been  able  to  obtain  his  pay  for  these 
services  rendered,  I  trust  that  his  claim  may  now  receive  due  atten- 
tion, and  he  obtain  the  usual,  or  allowed,  compensation. 

A.  H.  FOOTE, 
Rear  Admiral  United  States  Navy, 

It  appears  by  a  letter  from  the  Department  of  State  that  when 
the  act  of  1848  was  passed  it  was  supposed  that  the  officers  of  con- 
sular courts  would  be  remunerated  by  fees,  and  that  a  subsequent 
act  by  which  the  salaries  of  the  marshals  of  these  courts  was  fixed 
at  one  thousand  dollars,  in  addition  to  fees,  did  not  go  into  effect 
until  July  1,  1860. 

The  claim  of  the  memorialist  from  the  1st  of  July,  1860,  to  the 
close  of  his  term  of  service  on  the  30th  of  August,  1860,  has  been 
paid  by  a  special  appropriation  made  by  Congress,  that  portion  of  I 
his  official  duties  having  been  legalized  by  the  act  of  June  22,  I860.' 
He  now  asks  remuneration  for  his  services  from  February  22,  1848, 
to  July  1,  1860,  at  the  rate  of  one  thousand  dollars  per  annum, 
amounting  to  $2,354  24,  that  being  the  balance  due  him,  as  tk 
following  statement  shows  : 

Original  claim  for  salary  from  February  22,  1858,  to  Au- 
gust 30,  1860 $2,520  00 

Amount  paid  by  appropriation  from  July  1,  1860,  to  Au- 
gust 30,  1860 165  16 


Leaving  due  the  amount  of  salary  from  February  22,  1858, 

to  July  1,  1860 2,.S54  24 


Claims  of  a  similar  nature  have  heretofore  been  paid.  In  the 
deficiency  bill  approved  May  31,  1854,  was  an  appropriation  of 
$1,781  74,  to  **  Thomas  M.  Johnson,  for  his  services  at  the  port  of 
Shanghai,  from  the  9th  December,  1851,  to  the  15th  September, 
1853'/'     and  t\iQ   ooYiWsXwc   Ts.\id  diplomatic  bill    approved  May  26, 
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1860,  contained  an  item,  passed  on  the  strong  recommendation  of 
General  Cass,  then  Secretary  of  State,  by  which  $4,760,  or  so  much 
thereof  as  might  be  necessary,  was  appropriated,  **to  enable  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  defray  the  cost  of  the  prison-ship  at  Can- 
ton, in  China,  from  the  1st  day  of  January,  1854,  to  the  1st  day  of 
January,  1857,  and  for  compensation  of  the  marshal  of  the  consular 
court  at  Canton,  from  January  1,  1854,  to  the  15th  of  December, 
1857/' 

It  appears  that  the  memorialist  was  the  successor  of  Mr.  James  P. 
Cook,  who  was,  by  the  above  act,  remunerated  for  his  services  as 
**  marshal  of  the  consular  court  at  Canton,  from  January  1,  1854, 
to  the  15th  of  December,  1857/'  The  rebellion  having  made  it  ne- 
cessary for  foreigners  to  leave  Canton,  the  functions  of  the  consular 
court  were  suspended  from  that  time  until  the  February  following, 
when  the  services  of  the  memorialist  commenced.  While  the  pre- 
decessor of  the  memorialist  has  thus  been  paid  by  special  legislation, 
his  successor  received  a  salary  under  the  act  of  June  22,  1860. 

When  the  claim  was  before  the  Senate,  a  few  weeks  since,  it  was 
not  denied  that  in  justice  and  equity  the  memorialist  was  entitled  to 
the  relief  asked  for;  but  it  was  ruled  out  of  order  as  an  amendment 
to  the  deficiency  bill,  and  it  was  suggested  to  be  a  proper  case  for  a 
private  bill.     Since  then  Mr.  Blanchard  has  petitioned  for  relief. 

Your  committee,  after  a  full  examination  of  the  case,  was  of  the 
opinion  that  the  facts  and  the  precedents  cited  show  that  the  memo- 
rialist is  entitled  to  relief,  and  report  a  bill  accordingly,  the  passage 
of  which  they  recommend. 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com. 

3d  Session.      )  1     No.  97. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


FiBRUABT  18,  1863.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Rice  submitted  the  following 

KEPOKT. 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  No.  602.] 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  the  Militia,  to  whom  was  re- 
ferred the  petitions  of  Captain  John  MvUan,  United  States  army,  hav- 
ing had  the  Same  under  consideration,  report  : 

It  appears  that  Captain  Mullan,  in  February,  1860,  sent  through 
the  mail  carried  by  one  John  L.  Carr,  a  draft  upon  the  assistant 
treasurer  in  New  York,  in  payment  for  certain  commissary  stores 
purchased  by  him,  amounting  to  *1,396  96,  in  favor  of  Lieutenant 
Robert  McFeely,  United  States  army,  which  draft  was  stolen  from 
the  mail  by  John  L,  Carr,  and  being  payable  to  bearer,  was  paid  to 
the  person  who  presented  it;  that  the  amount  has  not  been  received 
by  Lieutenant  McFeely. 

It  further  appears,  that  Captain  Mullan,  as  superintendent  of 
the  military  road  from  Walla-Walla  to  Fort  Benton,  sold  at  public 
auction,  in  August,  1862,  certain  property  bebnging  to  that  road, 
and  that  he  took  in  payment  therefor  Navy  Department  certificates, 
one  of  which,  amounting  to  |1,020,  on  being  presented  for  payment, 
was  pronounced  a  forgery. 

Captain  Mullan  is  held  responsible  for  these  two  sums.  The  com- 
mittee, after  a  careful  examination  of  this  case,  are  satisfied  that 
Captain  Mullan  ought  not  to  be  so  held.  In  the  first  instance  he 
acted  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  regulations  of  the  Treasury 
Department,  in  making  the  draft  payable  to  the  bearer,  and  that  he 
sent,  by  the  means  provided  by  the  government — the  United  States 
mail — and  for  its  loss  he  is  in  no  way  responsible  ;  that  he  used  all 
due  diligence  to  arrest  the  robber,  without  success,  he  having  made 
way  to  California,  and  afterwards  to  Nevada  Territory,  where  he 
was  since  hung  for  murder. 

In  the  case  of  the  forged  navy  certificate,  the  committee  are  also 
satisfied  that  Captain  Mullan  acted  in  good  faith.  Such  certificates 
were  current  in  that  country,  and  the  forgery  was  so  well  executed 
that  the  most  circumspect  would  have  been  deceived  by  it. 

The  committee,  believing  that  in  both  instances  he  acted  for  the 
best  interest  of  the  government,  and  that  the  losses  were  sustained 
without  any  fault  on  his  part,  report  a  bill  for  his  relief,  and  recom- 
mend that  it  pass. 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  C  Rkp.  Com. 

3d  Session,      f  )     No.  98. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


FiBRUART  19,  1863. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  PoMEROY  submitted  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  No.  546.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Mar- 
garet L.  Stevens,  vndow  of  the  late  Brigadier  General  Isaac  L  Stevens, 
praying  a  pension,  report: 

That  General  Stevens  graduated  at  West  Point  with  the  highest 
honors  of  his  class;  that  he  served  in  the  Mexican  war,  and  was  twice 
bre vetted  for  gallant  and  meritorious  conduct;  that  he  was  afterwards 
governor  of  Washington  Territory,  and  performed  valuable  services 
in  making  treaties  with  the  Indians,  and  in  repressing  the  Indian 
wars;  that  after  very  eflScient  and  valuable  services  from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  rebellion,  he  was  killed  at  the  battle  of  Chantilly 
on  the  first  day  of  September,  1862,  in  the  act  of  bearing  the  colors 
and  successfully  rallying  the  regiment  in  advance,  thus  preventing 
the  enemy  from  cutting  ofi"  the  retreat  of  the  army  of  the  Potomac. 

It  further  appears  that  he  left  his  widow,  with  three  young  daught- 
ers, wholly  unprovided  for.  In  view  of  the  necessities  of  his  family, 
and  that  the  limited  pension  provided  by  law  will  not  make  adequate 
provision  for  their  support,  and  in  consideration  of  the  gallant  and 
meritorious  services  of  General  Stevens,  the  committee  think  the  peti- 
tioner should  have  the  relief  for  which  she  asks,  and  they  accordingly 
report  the  accompanying  bill. 


I 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  f  Rep.    Com. 

3d  Session.       \  1     No.  99. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


FiBRUABT  19,  1863.-4)rdered  to  be  prioted. 


Mr.  PoMEROY  submitted  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  No.  726.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  r^erred  the  House  hill  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Frances  H.  Plummer^  vndow  of  the  late  Brigadier 
General  Joseph  B,  Plummer,  of  the  United  States  army,  report : 

That  it  appears  that  General  Plummer.  was  a  graduate  of  West 
Point  in  the  year  1841,  served  through  the  Mexican  war,  and  was 
since  on  the  frontier;  that  he  was  wounded  at  the  battle  of  Wilson's 
Creek.  Before  he  recovered  from  this  wound  he  marched  to  Fred- 
ericktown,  Missouri,  and  defeated  JefiF.  Thompson  and  Low,  and  after 
participating  in  nearly  all  the  battles  of  the  west,  died  near  Corinth, 
on  the  9th  of  August,  1861. 

It  appears  that  his  widow  and  children  are  in  destitute  circum- 
stances, and  the  pension  allowed  by  law  will  be  inadequate  for  their 
support.  The  committee,  in  view  of  the  many  distinguished  ser- 
vices of  General  Plummer,  and  in  view  of  the  needy  condition  of  his 
family,  deprived  of  his  support,  report  back  the  House  bill,  with  a  re- 
commendation that  it  do  pass. 


3Tth  Conobess,  )  SENATE.  (  Bep.   Com. 

3d  Semm.      J  (No.  100. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


FiBBiTABT  20,  1863.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr«  Foster  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  aooompany  bill  H.  B.  Ko.  726.] 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  r^enred  the  House  JMfw  the 
relitfof  Elizabeth  Homener^  widow  of  Christian  Eousener^  report  : 

That  this  case  has  been  submitted  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  who  made  a  report  thereon, 
which  report  is  hereto  annexed,  and  adopted  by  this  committee,  to 
wit: 

**That  in  September,  A.  D.  1861,  at  Tuscarawas  county,  Ohio,  her 
husband.  Christian  Housener,  volunteered  and  was  duly  mustered 
into  the  service  of  the  United  States  as  a  private  in  company  B,  61st 
regiment,  Ohio  volunteer  infantry;  that  said  Christian  continued  in 
the  service  aforesaid  until  the  22d  day  of  September,  A.  D.  1862, 
when,  by  reason  of  disease  by  him  contracted  while  in  said  service 
and  in  the  line  of  his  duty  therein,  he  was  discharged;  and  that  in 
October,  A.  D.  1862,  while  on  his  return  to  his  family,  the  said 
Christian  was  by  accident  thrown  from  a  boat  on  the  Ohio  river,  near 
Louisville,  Kentucky,  and  drowned;  that  said  Christian  died,  leaving 
the  said  Elizabeth,  his  widow,  and  two  children  in  poverty;  tha  tthe 
said  Elizabeth  has  no  property  or  means  of  supporting  herself  or 
children  save  by  her  daily  labor.  The  committee,  therefore,  recom- 
mend the  passage  of  the  accompanying  bill  for  her  relief." 


37th  Congbbss,  )  SENATE.  j  Rep.  Com. 

3d  Seaaion.      J  ]    No.  101. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


FiBBUABY  20,  1863.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  FosTEB,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  Pensions^  to  whom  was  rtferred  the  memorial  of  a 
committee  appointed  by  a  meeting  of  the  citizens  of  Pittsburg,  Penn- 
sylvania, praying  a  pension  for  persons  wounded  and  the  heirs  of  those 
kiUed  at  the  explUmon  of  the  Alleghany  arsenal  at  Pittsburg,  on  the 
11th  day  of  September  last,  report : 

That  they  have  had  said  petition  under  consideration,  but  from  the 
general  nature  of  the  allegations  therein  contained,  and  absence  of 
any  evidence  as  to  the  extent  of  relief  required,  the  committee  do 
not  feel  authorized  to  act  upon  the  subject,  and  they  therefore  ask  to 
be  discharged  from  any  further  consideration  of  the  memorial. 


S7th  Conobess,  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com. 

3d  Seaaion.     J  (No.  102. 


m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


FmEVABT  20, 1863.— Oiderad  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Foster,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT. 

The  Committee  on  PenaionSj  to  whom  toae  rtferred  the  petition  tftffioera 
of  the  army,  praying  that  the  mother  (/  Major  Theodore  Tcihot  may  he 
allowed  a  pension^  report: 

That  the  petition  was  presented  before  the  act  of  July  14,  1862. 
The  case  would  fall  under  the  provisions  of  that  act,  and  the  commit- 
tee understand  that  application  has  been  made  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Pensions,  and  the  papers  are  on  file  in  the  Pension  Office.  The 
committee  therefore  ask  to  be  discharged  from  the  further  considera- 
tion of  the  petition. 


37th  Congbbbb,  )  SENATE.  j  Be?.  Com. 

3d  BcMum.      i  \  No.  10^. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


FiBBUABT  20,  1863.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Foster,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT. 

TTie  Committee  on  Pensuma^  to  whom  was  rtferred  the  petition  of  EUen 
M.  Abert^  vndow  </  CdUmd  J.  J.  Abert^  praying  a  pension^  report: 

That  they  are  conscions  of  the  many  valuable  services  performed 
by  the  late  Colonel  Abort  during  his  long  service  of  forty-nine  years, 
but  the  committee  feel  that,  inasmuch  as  Colonel  Abort  did  not  die  of 
disease  contracted  in  the  service  or  in  the  line  of  his  duty,  so  as  to 
bring  him  under  the  operation  of  the  provision  of  the  general  law, 
they  would  not  be  justified  in  establishing  a  precedent  for  cases  of 
the  nature  set  forth  in  the  petition.  They  therefore  recommend  that 
the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  be  not  granted. 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  <  Rbp.  C!om. 

3rf  Session,      j  ?   No.  104. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Fbbruart  20,  1863.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  PoMEROY  submitted  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  No.  517.] 

The  Committee  on  Claims,  to  whom  tvas  re/erred  Senate  htU  No.  517, 
*  *  making  a  reappropriaiion  of  money  to  pay  for  work  done  in  tJie  west 
wing  of  the  Patent  Office  building,^'  report: 

By  the  act  of  March  3,  1867,  (11  Stat.,  224,)  an  appropriation  of 
$50,000  was  made  **  for  preparing  the  saloon  oif  the  west  wing  of  the 
Patent  OflSce  for  the  reception  of  models  for  patents,  and  for  fitting 
up  and  furnishing  the  same  with  suitable  cases.''  Of  this  sum,  an 
unexpended  balance  of  $10,000  was  carried  to  the  surplus  fund.  A 
contract  was  made  with  Mr.  H.  S.  Davis  for  a  portion  of  the  work, 
payment  to  be  made  according  to  measurement.  After  the  comple- 
tion of  the  work,  a  misunderstanding  arose  in  regard  to  the  measure- 
ment. Mr.  Davis  received  $11,876  35  under  protest,  reserving  his 
rights  of  future  adjustment.  On  an  appeal  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  he  ordered  a  remeasurement  of  the  work  to  be  made  by 
three  practical  mechanics,  to  be  selected  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Patents. 

The  Commissioner,  in  his  report  to  the  Secretary,  says:  **The 
measurement  was  intrusted  by  me  to  Messrs.  Angus,  Downing,  and 
Morsell,  who  were  highly  recommended  for  competency  and  honesty, 
and  who  were  selected  on  my  own  motion.  These  gentlemen  having 
been  duly  sworn,  reported  to  me  that,  after  a  careful  examination, 
and  making  the  deductions  by  the  contract,  the  amount  due  Mr. 
Davis  was  $17,596  39,  making  $5,720  04  more  than  had  been  paid 
him."  For  this  latter  sum  the  Secretary  asked  an  appropriation,  and 
it  was  included  in  the  deficiency  bill,  (H.  E.  617,)  but  it  was  stricken 
out  in  the  Senate,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  a  private  claim. 

Upon  a  careful  examination  of  the  facts,  the  committee  are  satisfied 
that  the  amount  is  justly  due,  and  report  the  bill  reappropriating  the 
money,  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  pay  it,  and  recommend  its  passage. 


.  I 
n 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Rep.  Com 

3d  Session.       \  1    No.  105. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


February  20,  1863  — Ordeted  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  PoMEROY  submitted  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  accompany  Joint  resolution  H.  B.  No.  84.] 

The  Committee  on  Claims,  to  whom  was  refeired  a  joint  resolution  for 
the  relief  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  having  considered  the  same,  a^sk 
leave  to  report  : 

By  the  **  Act  to  enable  the  people  of  Wisconsin  Territory  to  form 
a  constitution/'  Ac,  approved  August  G,  1846,  Congress  oflFered  to 
the  people  of  that  State  five  per  cent,  of  the  net  proceeds  of  the 
public  lands  within  its  limits,  and  certain  other  equivalents,  in 
consideration  that  the  State  should  adopt  an  ordinance  such  as  was 
indicated  by  the  act  aforesaid. 

The  convention  which  framed  the  constitution  of  Wisconsin  for- 
mally accepted  that  offer  and  framed  the  required  ordinance,  which 
the  people  of  the  State  adopted. 

Nevertheless,  it  seems  the  government  has  only  paid  a  portion  of 
that  five  per  cent.  fund.  The  balance  remaining  unpaid  on  the  31st 
of  December,  18G1,  amounted,  according  to  the  statement  of  the 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  OflSce,  to  $249,768  70. 

The  reason  assigned  for  the  non-payment  of  that  balance  is,  that 
the  government  has  a  claim  against  the  State  of  Wisconsin  for  the 
proceeds  of  certain  lands  granted  to  the  Territory  of  Wisconsin  to 
aid  in  the  construction  of  a  canal  to  connect  the  waters  of  Lake 
Michigan  with  those  of  Rock  river. 

The  history  of  that  claim  is  briefly  as  follows: 

The  Territory  of  Wisconsin  was  organized  under  an  act  of  Congress 
approved  April  20,  1836.  Her  legislature  could  pass  no  act  without 
submitting  it  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  if  disapproved 
by  Congresf^   the  act  was  null. 

On  the  18th  of  June,  1837,  Congress  passed  an  act  providing  for 
the  construction  of  a  canal  between  Lake  Michigan  and  Rock  river. 

The  United  States  owned  the  lands  on  the  line  of  the  proposed 
canal,  and  desired  to  sell  them.  They  were  offered  to  all  the  world 
at  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  per  acre,  but  had  not  been  sold. 

Congress  believed  the  construction  of  the  canal  would  double  the 
value  and  quicken  the  sale  of  the  lands. 


2  BELIEF   FOR   THE   STATE   OF   WISCONSIN. 

For  the  purpose  of  building  the  canal  Congress  made  the  Lake 
Michigan  and  Rock  River  Canal  Company  its  agent  and  the  Terri- 
tory of  Wisconsin  its  trustee.  But  the  Territory  was  a  mere  naked 
trustee,  without  any  interest,  vested  or  contingent.  It  never  could 
derive  any  pecuniary  advantage  from  the  grant.  It  could  only  sell 
the  lands,  but  the  proceeds  it  was  compelled  to  invest  in  the  stock  of 
the  canal  company. 

The  stock  it  could  hold  only  as  trustee  either  for  the  company  or 
the  public.  All  revenues  derived  from  the  stock  it  was  compelled  to 
invest  in  the  purchase  of  stock  held  by  private  stockholders,  and 
when  the  proceeds  of  the  lands  and  the  revenues  of  the  canal  should 
have  defrayed  the  whole  cost  of  construction,  the  work  was  to  be 
thrown  open  to  the  public  without  other  charge  for  its  use  than  a 
sum  sufficient  to  keep  it  in  repair. 

Thus  it  seems  neither  the  Territory  nor  the  State  of  Wisconsin  could 
in  any  contingency  derive  any  pecuniary  advantage  from  the  grant* 
They  were  the  instrumentalities  through  which  Congress  undertook 
to  provide  a  free  canal  for  the  use  of  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
expecting,  as  it  did,  that  the  improvement  of  the  public  lands  along 
the  line  of  the  canal  would  reimburse  the  cost  of  the  work. 

But  the  canal  was  not  completed  in  ten  years,  and,  it  seems,  never 
has  been  completed.  Hence,  it  seems  to  have  been  thought  the  State 
of  Wisconsin  ought  to  pay  for  the  lands  granted  in  aid  of  it.  The 
act  making  the  grant  did  declare  that  in  case  the  canal  was  not  com- 
menced within  three  years,  and  completed  within  ten  years,  from  the 
date  of  the  act,  the  United  States  should  be  entitled  to  receive  back 
the  money  for  which  any  of  said  lands  might  have  been  pre- 
viously sold.  And  it  further  declares,  the  State  of  Wisconsin  should 
be  held  responsible  for  the  payment  thereof.  But  the  same  act  also 
declares  that,  '*in  order  to  render  effectual  the  provisions  of  this  act, 
the  legislature  of  the  State  to  be  erected  or  admitted  out  of  the  ter- 
ritory, now  comprised  in  Wisconsin  Territory,  east  of  the  Mississippi, 
shall  give  their  assent  to  the  same  by  act  to  be  duly  passed." 

Your  committee  do  net  understand  that  any  such  assent  has  ever 
been  given  on  the  part  of  the  State,  and  they  do  not  think  it  just  or 
equitable  to  charge  upon  that  State  the  whole  loss  consequent  upon 
the  failure  to  build  the  canal,  and  for  these  reasons: 

Because  the  State  never  undertook  to  build  the  canal. 

Because  it  never  asked  for  a  grant  to  aid  the  building  of  it. 

Because  it  never  could  have  derived  any  profit  from  the  use  of  it. 

Because  it  had  no  control  over  the  company,  which  was  specially 
charged  by  Congress  with  the  duty  of  building  the  canal. 

Because  her  judgment  was  never  consulted,  nor  her  assent  asked 
to  the  project  of  building  it. 

Your  committee  also  think  it  unjust  and  illegal  to  charge  that  loss 
upon  the  State,  because,  as  before  stated.  Congress  expressly  enacted 
that  the  State  should  not  be  bound  by  the  terms  of  the  grant  unless 
her  assent  was  formally  jDbtained;  and  because,  whatever  obligation 
might  have  devolved  upon  the  State  to  complete  the  canal  under  the 
terms  of  the  grant,  yet  those  obligations  were  waived  by  Congress  in 
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the  act  admitting  Wisconsin  into  the  Union.  In  that  act  Congress 
diverted  so  much  of  the  grant  as  remained  unsold  from  the  con- 
struction of  the  canal,  and  disposed  of  it  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin  as 
a  part  of  the  five  hundred  thousand  acres  oflFered  to  that  State  in  the 
act  of  August  6,  1846,  hereinbefore  referred  to;  and  it  does  not  seem 
right  to  di\'ert  the  fund  dedicated  to  the  building  of  the  canal,  and 
Btill  compel  the  State  to  complete  the  work. 

Your  committee  are  informed,  by  the  Commissioner  of  the  Gen- 
eral Land  Office,  that  the  State  has  been  charged  with  the  whole 
quantity  of  land  disposed  of  before  the  admission  of  the  State  into 
the  Union,  amounting  to  125,431  ^^y^  acres,  at  two  dollars  and  fifty 
cents  per  acre. 

But  your  committee  are  clearly  of  the  opinion,  there  is  no  just  rea- 
son for  charging  more  than  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  per  acre 
for  those  lands.  That  was  the  price  at  which  the  lands  were  offered 
to  all  the  world  at  the  time  of  the  grant.  Congress  evidently  sup- 
posed that  the  building  of  the  canal  would  double  their  value  ;  and 
so  doubtless  it  would,  but  the  canal  was  not  built.  The  sole  con- 
sideration for  charging  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  acre  thereby 
failed.  Congress  recognized  the  fact,  and  reduced  the  price  of  the 
reserved  sections  to  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  per  acre.  Your 
committee  can  see  no  just  reason  for  demanding  of  the  State  two  dol- 
lars and  twenty-five  cents  foi»  the  granted  sections,  and  selling  the 
reserve  sections,  lying  right  by  their  side,  for  half  that  price. 

To  insist  upon  that  rule  would  enable  the  government  to  speculate 
out  of  the  failure  of  its  own  agent.  If  the  canal  company  had  com- 
pleted the  canal,  the  government  would  have  received  two  dollars  and 
fifty  cents  for  half  the  lands  and  nothing  for  the  balance,  which 
would  be  an  average  of  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  for  the  whole. 
But  if  the  State  is  made  to  pay  the  enhanced  price  by  reason  of  the 
failure  of  the  canal  company  to  complete  the  work,  then  the  govern- 
ment receives  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  per  acre  for  half  the 
lands  and  twice  that  sum  for  the  other  half,  which  is  an  average  of 
one  dollar  and  eighty-seven  and  one-half  .cents  for  the  whole. 

Your  committee  are  also  of  the  opinion  that  the  State  should  not 
be  held  accountable  for  so  much  of  the  proceeds  of  that  grant  as  wfis 
paid  over  to  the  canal  company  by  the  Territory. 

All  such  payments  were  made  in  pursuance  of  the  express  direc- 
tions of  Congress.  They  were  in  execution  of  the  very  purpose  for 
which  the  grant  was  made.  If  the  company  misused  those  funds,  it 
was  in  no  sense  the  fault  of  the  Territory,  which  did  not  select  the 
beneficiary,  and  much  less  the  fault  of  the  State,  which  never  saw  the 
funds. 

Your  committee  are  also  of  the  opinion  that  if  any  portions  of  such 
proceeds  were  disbursed  to  defray  expenses  of  the  territorial  govern- 
ment, which,  by  law,  were  chargeable  upon  the  treasury  of  the  United 
States,  the  State  should  not  be  held  accountable  for  such  portion. 

To  that  extent  the  United  States,  and  not  the  State,  have  been  the 
recipients  of  the  grant;  and  tlie  former,  and  not  the  latter,  should 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Fkbbuabt  21,  1863.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Nbsmith  made  the  following 

KEPORT. 

[To  accompany  bill  S.  No.  553.] 

27ie  Committee  on  military  Affairs  and  the  Militia,  to  tvhom  loas  referred 
the  memorial  of  Brigadier  General  James  H.  Carlton,  United  States 
army,  having  had  the  same  under  consideration,  report : 

The  children  of  the  memorialist  owned  twelve  houses  and  seven 
corrals  at  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico,  which  were  rented  to  the  United 
States  for  military  purposes,  and  were  occupied  as  shops,  stables, 
storehouses,  hospitals,  &c.,  up  to  the  2d  of  March,  1862,  upon  which 
day  they  were,  by  competent  authority,  destroyed  by  fire,  '*to  pre- 
vent the  public  property  stored  in  them  from  falling  into  the  hands 
of  the  rebel  enemy.'' 

The  certificate  of  Captain  Enos,  assistant  quartermaster,  shows 
that  the  property  was  destroyed  by  his  order,  in  obedience  to  the 
command  of  Brigadier  General  Canby,  and  a  board  of  survey  con- 
vened on  the  10th  of  September,  1862,  assessed  the  damages  to  the 
property  at  $7,600,  and  this  valuation  was  approved  by  the  com- 
manding oflScer  of  the  post. 

The  committee,  fully  satisfied  that  the  government,  by  its  proper 
oflScers,  destroyed  this  rented  property  for  prudential  reasons,  re- 
port a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eva,  Etta,  Henry,  and  Guy  Carlton,  and 
recommend  that  it  pass. 


37th  Congress,  )  SENATE.  f  Rep,    Com.- 

3d  Session.       )  {    No.  107. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Fbbruabt  25,  1863. — Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Sumner  made  the  following 

REPORT. 

[To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  No.  622.] 

The  Committee  on  Foi'eign  Rdations^  to  whom  was  r^erred  House  hill 
No.  622, /or  the  relief  of  Francis  Dainese^  with  accompanying  papei*s, 
praying  compensation  for  judicial  services  performed  by  him  lohUe  con* 
sul  at  Constantinople,  under  the  act  approved  August  11,  1848,  have 
had  the  same  under  consideration,  and  now  report  : 
That  this  case  has  been  for  many  years  before  Congress;  that  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  AflFairs  in  the  House  of  Representatives  having 
considered  it  and  decided  in  its  favor,  oflFered  an  amendment  to  the 
^deficiency  bill  on  the  8th  of  February,  1854,  which  was  adopted,  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  and  in  the  House,  but  this  amendment 
dropped  with  the  bill,  which  failed  in  the  Senate;  that  subsequently 
the  same  amendment  was  attached  to  the  civil  and  diplomatic  bill  in 
the  House  of  Representatives,  but  was  struck  off  in  the  Senate;  that 
two  reports  in  favor  of  the  claim  were  made  by  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  one  by  Mr.  Chand- 
ler, of  Pennsylvania,  and  the  other  by  Mr.  Burlingame,  of  Massachu- 
setts, and  that  during  the  present  session  another  report  in  favor  of 
it  has  been  made  by  the  same  committee. 

It  appears  from  the  records  and  files  of  the  Department  of  State, 
that  the  claimant  was  the  recognized  incumbent  of  the  United  States 
consulate  at  Constantinople,  from  the  16th  of  May,  1849,  to  the  20th 
of  December,  1852.  The  present  claim  is  for  compensation  during 
this  period,  on  account  of  alleged  judicial  services  under  the  statute 
of  1848.  In  order  to  determine  the  validity  of  this  claim,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  consider  carefully  the  statute  under  which  it  is  made. 
The  differences  of  opinion  seem  to  have  arisen  from  inattention  to 
this  statute. 

The  statute  is  entitled  *' An  act  to  carry  into  effect  certain  provis- 
ions in  the  treaties  between  the  United  States  and  China,  and  the 
Ottoman  Porte,  giving  certain  judicial  powers  to  ministers  and  con- 
suls of  the  United  States  in  those  countries, '^  and  was  approved  Au- 
gust 11,  1848.— (9  Statutes  at  Large,  276-^80.)  By  the  first  section, 
the  commissioner  and  consuls  of  the  United  States,  appointed  to  re- 
side in  China,  are  vested  with  judicial  autliority.  In  subsequent 
sections  (making  seventeen  in  all)  this  jurisdiction  is  declared  and 
defined,  both  in  criminal  and  civil  affairs.  The  commissioner,  in  ad- 
dition to  his  power  to  make  regulations  and  decrees,  **is  authorized 
to  hear  and  decide  aU  cases,  criminal  and  civil,  which  may  come  before 
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him  under  the  provisions  of  this  act,  and  to  issue  all  processes  nec^- 
sary  to  execute  the  power  conferred  upon  him.  And  he  is  herdfy/d^ 
empoivet'ed  to  decide  finally  any  case  upon  the  evidence  which  comes  up 
with  it,  or  to  hear  the  parties  further,  if  he  thinks  justice  will  be  pro- 
moted thereby;  and  he  may  also  prescribe  the  .rules  upon  which  Dew 
trials  may  be  granted,  either  by  the  consuls  or  by  himself,  if  asked  for 
upon  justifiable  grounds/' — (Sec.  13.)  The  commissioner  is  further 
authorized  *'to  establish  a  tariff  of  fees  for  judicial  services,  which 
shall  be  paid  by  such  parties  and  to  such  persons,  as  the  said  com- 
missioner shall  direct.- ' — (Sec.  17.) 

After  declaring  and  defining  the  judicial  duties  of  the  commissioner 
in  China  and  the  consuls  there,  the  statute  proceeds  to  fix  the  com- 
pensation in  addition  to  salary,  as  follows  :  "That  in  consideration (^ 
the  duties  herein  imposed  upon  the  commissioner,  there  shall  be  paid 
to  him,  out  of  the  treasury  of  the  United  States,  annually,  the  sum 
of  one  thousand  dollars  in  addition  to  his  salary;  and  there  shall  also 
be  paid,  annually,  to  each  of  said  consuls,  for  a  like  reason,  the  sum 
of  one  thousand  dollars  in  addition  to  consular  fees." — (Sec.  18.) 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  statute  thus  far  is  exclusively  appli- 
cable to  the  commissioner  and  consuls  in  China.  Nothing  is  said 
about  Turkey,  and  the  compensation  is  **  in  consideration  of  the  dutiee 
herein  imposed.''  At  last  we  have  the  following  section,  by  which  cer- 
tain duties,  difierentfrom  those  already  mentioned,  are  conferred  upon 
the  minister  and  consuls  of  the  United  States  in  the  ports  of  Turkey: 

^^And  be  it  further  ena^ied,  That  the  provisions  of  this  act,  so  far 
as  the  same  relate  to  crimes  committed  by  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
shall  extend  to  Turkey,  under  the  treaty  with  the  Sublime  Porte  of 
May  seventh,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty,  and  shall  be  executed  in 
the  dominions  of  the  Sublime  Porte,  in  conformity  with  the  provisiom 
of  said  treaty,  by  the  minister  of  the  United  States,  and  the  codbuIs 
appointed  by  the  United  States  to  reside  therein,  who  are  hereby. 
ex  officio,  vested  with  the  powers  herein  contained  for  the  purpose© 
above  expressed,  so  far  as  regards  the  punishment  of  crime.''— 
(Sec.  22.) 

On  looking  carefully  at  this  section,  two  things  will  be  observed: 
first,  that  the  duties  of  the  minister  and  consuls  in  Turkey  are  re- 
strained to  cases  of  crimes;  and,  secondly,  that  nothings  is  said  with 
regard  to  any  compensation  in  addition  to  salary.  Had  the  same 
large  judicial  duties,  embracing  civil  as  well  as  criminal  cases,  which 
had  been  conferred  upon  the  commissioner  and  consuls  in  China,  been 
also  conferred  upon  the  minister  and  consuls  in  Turkey,  it  might  have 
been  reasonable  to  allow  the  latter  officers  the  same  compensation 
which  is  allowed  to  the  former.  From  the  equality  of  services,  it 
might  then  have  been  argued  that  there  should  be  an  equality  of 
compensation.  But  it  is  obvious  on  the  face  of  the  statute  that  there 
is  no  such  equality  of  service.  The  two  cases  differ  essentially.  It 
was  probably  on  the  ground  of  this  difference  that  the  statute" made 
an  essential  difference  with  regard  to  the  compensation.  In  the  one 
case,  compensation  is  expressly  allowed;  in  the  other  case,  nothing 
is  said  on  the  subject. 

The  conclusion  is  clear  that,  according  to  the  statute,  certain  limited 
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services  are  required  of  the  minister  and  consuls  in  Turkey,  for  which 
DO  compensation  is  provided  in  addition  to  salary.  There  is  i^ot  a 
vsrord  in  the  statute  to  sanction  any  such  compensation.  •" 

This  interpretation  of  the  statute  is  in  harmony  with  the  opinions 
of  the  department  whenever  the  question  has  been  presented.  With- 
out stopping  to  adduce  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Marcy  and  Mr.  Cass,  com- 
municated to  committees  of  Congress,  it  will  be  enough  to  quote  the 
language  of  Mr.  Seward,  in  a  letter  bearing  date  February  23,  1863, 
addressed  to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
with  reference  to  the  present  case,  as  follows: 

*'It  has  never  been  the  opinion  of  the  head  of  this  department 
that  the  law  authorized  any  special  compensation,  other  than  their 
respective  salaries  or  fees,  to  the  commissioner  or  minister  in  Tur- 
key, or  to  our  consular  officers  in  that  country  or  its  dependencies, 
for  any  services  which  they  might  be  required  to  perform  under  the 
provisions  of  the  22d,  23d,  and  24th  sections  of  the  act  of  August 
11,  1848.'' 

There  are,  however,  two  precedents  of  allowances  by  Congress  in 
cases  asserted  to  be  similar  to  the  present.  The  first  is  the  case  of 
D.  S.  Carr,  minister  at  Constantinople,  who  is  said  to  have  been  paid 
for  similar  services  rendered  in  the  same  kingdom,  and  about  the 
same  time.  But  a  careful  consideration  of  this  case  takes  from  it  all 
character  as  a  precedent.  It  appears  that  Mr.  Carr,  on  his  return 
from  Turkey,  in  his  accounts  against  the  government,  made  a  claim 
for  judicial  services;  but  this  item,  with  others,  was  rejected  at  the 
Treasury  Department,  as  not  allowed  by  law.  But  at  last  an  amend- 
ment was  fastened  upon  the  civil  and  diplomatic  bill,  at  the  first  ses- 
sion of  the  32d  Congress,  which,  it  is  asserted,  covered  the  claim  for 
judicial  services.  There  is  nothing  in  the  language  of  the  amend- 
ment as  it  finally  passed  which  could  give  a  hint  of  any  such  claim. 
It  is  as  follows:  **To  compensate  Dabney  S.  Carr,  for  expenses  in- 
curred while  in  the  diplomatic  service  of  the  country,  to  be  allowed 
in  the  settlement  of  his  accounts  with  the  government,  seven  thou- 
sand one  hundred  and  forty-four  dollars.'' — (10  Statutes  atLarge,  89.) 
It  is  difficult  to  see  how  an  appropriation  in  such  general  terms  for 
expenses  incurred  can  be  made  a  precedent  for  an  appropriation  on  ac- 
count of  alleged  services.  But  the  claim  of  Mr.  Carr  was  on  account 
of  expenses,  part  of  which  were  incurred  anterior  to  the  statute  of 
1848,  so  that  if  it  be  recognized  as  a  precedent,  it  must  authorize  an 
allowance  of  compensation  for  judicial  services  anterior  to  the  stat- 
ute, as  far  back  as  the  treaty  with  Turkey  in  1830,  under  which 
these  judicial  duties  were  first  established. 

*rhe  other  precedent  is  that  of  D.  S.  McCauley,  consul  general  at 
Alexandria,  a  port  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the  Turkish  em- 
pire, whose  widow,  after  his  death,  was  paid  four  thousand  two  hun- 
dred and  sixty  dollars  for  judicial  services  under  the  statutes  of 
1848. — (11  Statutes  at  Large,  567.)  The  bill  for  this  payment  origi- 
nated in  the  Senate;  but  when  it  is  considered  that  it  was  in  favor 
of  a  widow,  its  value  as  a  precedent  will  not  be  such  as  to  establish  a 
rule  for  the  Senate  in  all  subsequent  cases.  It  must  be  classed  as  a 
widow's  bill. 
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The  two  precedents  adduced  in  favor  of  the  claim  may  be  disre- 
garded: at  least  so  as  to  leave  the  question  open  to  the  judgment  of 
the  Senate. 

If  there  were  any  doubt  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  statute,  from  ao 
examination  of  its  text,  that  doubt  would  be  removed  by  a  considera- 
tion of  the  consequences  which  would  ensue  from  the  interpretation 
which  is  given  to  it  by  the  claimant.  If  his  claim  is  valid,  then  will 
all  other  consuls  in  the  ports  of  Turkey,  at  least  from  the  date  of  the 
statute  of  1848,  if  not  from  the  date  of  the  treaty  with  Turkey  in  1830, 
be  entitled  to  the  same  allowance.  By  the  statute  it  is  provided  that 
*  *  the  word  consul  shall  be  understood  to  mean  any  person  vested  by 
the  United  States  with  and  exercising  the  consular  authority  in  any 
of  the  five  ports  in  China  named  in  the  treaty,  or  in  any  pari  » 
Turkey.^ ^  It  is  impossible,  of  course,  to  make  any  discrimination  be- 
tween the  consuls  at  these  *  Sports.''  What  is  just  for  one  is  just  for 
all ;  nor  can  the  allowance  be  limited  in  time.  It  must  be  made  to 
our  consuls  at  all  these  ports,  and  for  all  the  time  since  the  statnte, 
if  not  since  the  treaty  itself.  Smyrna,  Beirut,  Candia,  Cyprus,  Al- 
exandria, Tripoli,  and  Tunis,  cannot  in  this  respect  be  distinguished 
from  Constantinople;  nor  can  the  present  claimant  bo  entitled  to  more 
consideration  than  his  successors  in  office.  Jerusalem,  though  a  city  of 
Turkey,  is  not  a  **port;"  but  there  are  vice-consuls  or  consular  agents 
at  JaflFa,  Acre,  Dardanelles,  Trebezone,  Rhodes,  Gallapolis,  all  '^porta" 
of  Turkey.  It  is  obvious  that  the  payment  of  this  claim  would  op«i 
the  treasury  to  other  claims  having  the  same  foundation,  whose  suid 
total  must  be  reckoned  at  many  thousand  dollars. 

If  the  claim  had  been  presented  on  the  ground  of  services  actually 
rendered,  the  case  might  have  a  diflferent  aspect.  The  evidence  of 
such  services  might  be  urged  to  justify  an  appropriation  according 
to  the  value  of  such  services — quantum  meruit;  although  it  is  difficnli 
to  see  how  any  such  services  could  be  regarded  as  other  than  what 
the  claimant  was  obliged  to  render  in  the  discharge  of  his  consular 
duties.  But  it  does  not  appear  from  any  of  the  papers  in  the  case 
that  any  judicial  duties  were  actually  performed  by  the  claimant 
whose  case  is  rested  exclusively  on  the  statute,  which,  it  is  assumed 
allows  this  additional  compensation,  even  if  no  judicial  duties  have 
actually  been  performed.  Mr.  Seward,  in  his  letter  to  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  dated  February  23,  1863,  says  that  there  is  no  evi- 
dence at  the  Department  of  State  that  these  judicial  services  were 
actually  performed  by  the  claimant.     His  language  is  as  follows: 

**  The  judicial  services  which  these  officers  have  been  required  to 
perform,  certainly  until  a  comparatively  recent  period,  have  been  of 
rare  occurrence;  and  there  is  nothing  upon  the  records  orJUes  of  the  it-  i 
partment,  as  it  is  believed,  to  show  that  Mr.  Dainese  was  ever  called 
upon  *  to  execute  any  of  the  provisions  of  the  act  so  far  as  the  same 
relate  to  crimes  committed  by  citizens  of  the  United  States  in 
Turkey.' '' 

After  careful  consideration  of  the  case,  the  committee  are  con- 
strained to  report  the  House  bill  back  to  the  Senate,  with  the  recom- 
mendation that  it  do  not  pass. 
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